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Adams, Karen K NAE ‘3767

From: Mort Terry [captmort@comcast.net]
Sent: Monday, February 21, 2005 2:11 PM
To: Adams, Karen K NAE

Subject: Nantucket Sound

i am writing you to express my opposition to the industrialisation of Nantucket Sound. Since
when is a power plant refered to as a "farm"?

THIS PROPOSED PROJECT IS NOT IN THE BEST INTEREST OF CAPE COD.

Cape Cod is dependent on tourism & fishing. This project would put both traditional resources
at risk.

There is no doubt that this power plant will cause signifigant visua! and light pollution, and there
is a good chance of oil spills occuring during constructicn, and later a risk of pollution during
operation of the facility.

Add to All these factors the negative impact this project will have on fishing and navigation and
it is easy to conclude that this proposed project should be a non-starter

Nantucket Sound is a public resource, and a public asset, and is no place for a power plant.

As a Cape Codder, a citizen of Harwich, a taxpayer, a charter fisherman, and an
envirocnmentalist, | express my opposition to this "wind farm" proposal.

Sincerely, Captain Mort Terry

2/22/2005



Adams, Karen K NAE 3 1 q

From: Chris Hardy [chardy@massaudubon.org]
Sent: Tuesday, February 22, 2005 2:33 PM
To: ‘Jack Clarke"; 'Jim Gordon (E-mail)’; Adams, Karen K NAE; 'Allison Kern (E-mail)’; 'Banks

Poor (E-mail)'; 'Bob Prescott (E-mail)'; 'Bob Wilber (E-mail)'; 'Donald Buiwit (E-mail)'; 'Ellen
Jedrey (E-mail); 'Ernie Steinauer (E-mail)’; 'Gary Clayton (E-mail)"; 'Giancarlo Sardoti (E-
mail)’; 'Gina Purtell (E-mail)’; 'Gus Ben David (E-mail)’; 'Heidi Ricci (E-mail)'; "Joe Choiniere
{E-maily; 'Kathryn Leahy {E-mail}'; 'Kathy Sferra (E-mail)'; 'Kristin Barr (E-mail)’; 'Laura
Johnson (E-mail); 'Laurie Bennett (E-maily’; 'Liz Page (E-maily; 'Lou Wagner (E-mail)"; 'Louise
Grindrod (E-mail)'; 'Robert Buchsbaum (E-mail); 'Sally Sharp Lehman (E-mail)'; 'Sharon
Wason (E-mail)'; 'Simon Perkins (E-mail)’; 'Steve Solomon (E-mail)'; 'Susannah J. Caffry (E-
mail); 'Taber Allison (E-mail)’; 'Tom Rawinski (E-mail)’; 'Woody Mills (E-mail)’

Subject: Alliance for Nantucket Sound Endorsed by Waterkeeper Alliance

INTERNATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL GROUP TAPS ALLIANCE AS STEWARD FOR NANTUCKET SOUND (2-14-05)

Save Our Sound
Alliance to Protect Nantucket Sound

Contact: Ernie Corrigan, 617-875-1229
Sue Nickerson, 508-648-7136

February 14, 2005

INTERNATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL GROUP TAPS ALLIANCE AS STEWARD FOR NANTUCKET SOUND
Alliance Endorsed by "Waterkeepers" as "Soundkeeper"

HYANNIS, MA - Assuring its long-term goal of becoming a permanent steward for the protection of Nantucket Sound, the Alliance to
Protect Nantucket Sound has been officially designated by the internationally acclaimed Waterkeeper Alliance as the "Soundkeeper”
for Nantucket Sound.

Initiated in 1983 when commercial fisherman launched a highly publicized campaign to save the Hudson River from industrial waste
and pollution, the Waterkeeper model has grown under the leadership of Robert F. Kennedy, Jr. to include 125 similar campaigns
across the U.S. and in Canada, Australia, and Latin America designated to protect specific, vital waterways.

"Nantucket Sound is one the best known waterways among the 125 areas that are now under the careful watch of our Waterkeepers,”
said Kennedy. "But its fame is not going to be enough to protect it. The Alliance to Protect Nantucket Sound has committed its
organization to be a fulltime advocate for the protection of Nantucket Sound and we will do everything in our power to back up that
commitment with real action."

Susan Nickerson, executive director of the Alliance to Protect Nantucket Sound and a career environmental activist on Cape Cod, said
the designation is a significant step forward in advocating for the protection of Nantucket Sound. "Nantucket Sound is a critically
important resource for our region and our country, but it is largely unprotected, in part because of the fragmented jurisdiction between
state and federal waters" said Nickerson, who joined the Alliance to Protect Nantucket Sound more than 18 months ago to help
develop a long-term environmental protection strategy for Nantucket Sound.

"Our focal issue today is the unprecedented development threatened by the Cape Wind project,” she said. "But there are other forms of
development that could be proposed in the Sound," said Nickerson.

As the Center for Coastal Studies report issued last month noted, the Cape Wind project is "just one of many future uses that could
include sand and gravel mining, oil and gas exploration, aquaculture, cable crossings, floating platforms and 'unimagined
technologies.’

Nickerson said that just as important are less dramatic impacts on the Sound such as the slow decline in water quality, piecemeal
development along the coast, and loss of important pockets of open space. "We look forward to working collaboratively with local
governments and environmental organizations already engaged on these matters to foster broad protections that will ensure the long
term future of Nantucket Sound as a whole."

Designation by Waterkeeper Alliance as a "Soundkeeper" of Nantucket Sound empowers the Alliance to act as protector and advocate
1



)

for Nantucket Sound and its resources. The program brings to the Alliance a new level of recognition and involvement that will propel
new programs aimed at the long-term protection of Nantucket Sound. Key focus areas of the Alliance Soundkeeper program will
include habitat conservation, water quality protection, and prevention of inappropriate development on the waters of the Sound.

Nantucket Sound has been the subject of intense preservation efforts for over three decades, beginning in the early 1970s when he
Massachusetts Legislature created a Cape and Islands State Marine Sanctuary to protect Nantucket Sound. In the 1980s, state officials
nominated Nantucket Sound as a National Marine Sanctuary, but more serious threats to other offshore areas diverted attention away
from Nantucket Sound. The Provincetown Center for Coastal Studies report also suggested that the area of Nantucket Sound under
consideration by Cape Wind Associates could be designated a Marine Protected Area (MPA) under an existing Executive Order first
issued by President Clinton and renewed by President Bush.

"Nantucket Sound is the heart and soul of Cape Cod and the Islands,” said Nickerson. "We take its preservation very seriously and are
honored to be able to be such an integral part of the long-term strategy for protecting this water body for future generations.”

3790
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JOHN D. SORCENELLI,JR. 37 ?L‘

99 Capt. Samadrus Rd.,Cotuit, Mass., 02635
508-428-7931
johnsharsorce@verizon.net

February 17, 2005

Col. Thomas Koning, U.S5. Army Corps of Engineers,696 Virginia Rd., Concord, Mass.,01742

Dear Sir:

I am a commercial rod and reel fisherman on Cape Cod, fishing out of my 17’ Proline boat,named Second
Chance, from April thru October for various species, including squid,tautog,scup, black sea

bass, fluke,striped bass,etc., to name a few.l have over 20+ years experience doing this, and am now
retired from Federal employment,supplementing my income with fishing.

In my opinion the proposed wind farm would do irreparable damage to our environment, and would do
permanent damage to fishing in Nantucket Sound by altering the space as well as migratory patterns of
the species that call the sound home during the season.

| do not believe that adequate background work and research have been applied to choosing the
proposed site.Far greater damage would be done than proponents of the project have suggested because
of the reasons mentioned above. | am not against wind harnessed energy as a viable alternative to
current energy sources, but am STRONGLY against this location. | submit for suggestion the following
tocations as better alternatives: The vast unused open space portion of Otis AFB,Noman’s Land Island SW
of Martha’s Vineyard,or out over the open waters between the Elizabeth Islands and Block Island,in and
around the borders of WSW Buzzards Bay and E border of Rhode Island Sound.

Sincerely,
JohfL.D. Sorcenelli, Jr. ‘

Cc: U. S, Army Corp of Engineers Attn: Ms. Karen Adams
NMFS Attn: Mr. Jack Terrill

UsCG
Mass DMF Attn: Mr. Paul Diodati

Signature
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Clark &. Lieh!
497 %m @f;&%ﬂl
Gontervitte, MW 02632
BOS- 77 1-54858
%ZM'W @misn. com

February 15, 2005

Colonel Thomas Koning

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Rd.

Concord MA 01742

Dear Colonel Koning

Life hands each of us many decisions that are very important to one’s self
or in many other cases to many other persons. Some of the decisions are
both long and short range.

1t is for this reason that I write to you today.

The people of our state and in particular Cape Cod are facing the
possibility that their life and the lives of many generations to follow
will be defaced and forever damaged by the decision of permitting
a wind farm in the Nantucket Sound.

I have followed this proposal for years. I have heard from the founders
of Cape Wind and listened to the views of the opposition.

Having spent many years in the public business arena, I have seen
sufficient to know that alternative solutions to a problem are always

SLVED



SUSAN ZISES GREEN, INC. 3-’ ?6

475 FIFTH AVENUE
NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10017
212-824-1170
FAX. #212-824-1102

February 18, 2005

Col. Thomas Koning 2
U.S.Army Corp of Engineers :
696 Virginia Road

Concord, Ma. 01742

Dear Col. Koning,

I am writing in regard to the proposed installation of windmills in the waters off Cape
Cod and Nantucket.

I feel that the information provided thus far is inadequate to make a correct decision on

such an important issue. Areas that need to be addressed, such as air and boat navigation
safety, the impact on wildlife in the area, the impact on tourism and the general economy,

as well as investigation of alternative sites, have not been done and so I ask that more
research be done before a decision of this magnitude is made. Nantucket Sound is a
natural treasure and should not be desecrated.

Smcerely,

Susan Zisc
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February 16, 2005

Dear Colonel Thomas Koning,

We are writing to protest the idea of building wind mills in the middle of
Nantucket Sound. The damage to the environment will be immeasurable and irreversible.
Cape Wind will ruin our environment and destroy habitats for thousands of birds.
Nantucket Sound is an incredible treasure; we cannot stand by and let it be destroyed.

The Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement is inadequate in many areas,
including air and boat navigation safety, impacts to birds and other wildlife, pollufion
threats from oil on the transformer substation, visual pollution and associated economic
and tourism impacts, and the analysis of alternative sites.

Please do not allow Nantucket Sound to be destroyed!
Sincerely,

Al o

Holly and Ed Eger
William, Julia and Katharine Eger



“ Local 201 3 ; ,e
[ Lynn, MA
A Force ForWo?I;ing Families AFL-CIO

112 Exchange Street Tel.: 781-598-2760

Lynn, Massachusetts 01901-1435 %5882 33 e 781-595-8770
e-mail: www.local20liuecwa.org

February 18, 2005

Ms. Karen Kirk-Adams

Cape Wind Energy EIS Project
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
New England District

696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742

Dear Ms. Kirk-Adams:

Please find enclosed a statement signed by over 1500 workers at the General
Electric River Works facility in Lynn, Massachusetts.

The statement states clearly our support for the Cape Wind and wind power
in general. We are eager for the renewable energy and jobs at our facility that the
development of wind power can offer. And, we are anxious to lessen out dependence
on foreign oil and the conflicts that that dependence brings.

Please include our voices in your consideration of this important development.

If you have any questions, feel free to contact us.

Sincerely,
o Alter iy B
Jeft Crosby, Ric Casilli, Alex Brown,
President Business Agent Vice Pres./Rec. Secretary

Enclosure



3798

SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER
To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable encrgy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AN} WIND POWER

To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officiais:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces

our dependence on foreign o1l.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER
To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works piant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces

.
J.

our dependence on foreign oil.

Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the bettenment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT ANV WIND POWER

To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:
1. Wind Power is a clea

2. Wind Power reduces

n and renewable energy resource.

our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind

Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER
To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1.

Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWZB

To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND
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To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

210

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,

we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quiékly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind

Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POW
To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1.

Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-suppofting jobs in Lynn and eisewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officiais:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,

we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extenston of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.

SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND \VINDﬁ)Wie

To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled

dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,

we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,

SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND PZ\iR

we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces

our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER

To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

I. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere. -

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND
To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:
As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the
following reasons:
1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.
2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.
3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.
We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND P

To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers 1n the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces

our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWE
To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind

Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER

To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:
1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.
2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.
3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND P WER
To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:
As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the
following reasons:
1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.
2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.
3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.
We urge you to quickly resoive regulatory iésues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER
To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the
following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind

Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER
To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsibie Elected Officials:
As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the
following reasons:
1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.
2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.
3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting joﬁs in Lynn and elsewhere.
We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,

SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER

To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind

Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER
To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIN

To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER
To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER
To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:
As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the
following reasons:
1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.
2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign o1l.
3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and eisewhere.
We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER
To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you io quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER
To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the
following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.
2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.
3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER
To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:
As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our {irst gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the
following reasons:
1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.
2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.
3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.
We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER

To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and eisewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory 1ssues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs,
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER
To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elecied Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the
following reasons:;

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.
2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.
3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER

To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the
following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind

Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER
To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,

we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and ¢lsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER

To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled

dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,

we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,

SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER

we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER
To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces

our dependence on foreign otl.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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J
SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND VWIND POWER
To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:
As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 vears and are now making our first gear seis for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the
following reasons:
1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.
2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.
3. Wind Power supplies living‘:wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and ¢isewhere.
We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the hetterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER
To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:
As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the
following reasons:
1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.
2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.
3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.
We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs,
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER

To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined und assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Powzr reduces our dependence on forcign oil.

3. Wind Powezr supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communitics, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER

To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

foliowing reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Ofticials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,

we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

L.

Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind

Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.

SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER

To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the
following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.
2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.
3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER
To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials;
As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the
following reasons:
1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.
2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.
3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.
We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER
To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power 1s a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind

Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our cornmunities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER
To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachuseits River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:
1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.
2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on'foreign oil.
3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge ycu to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER
To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:
1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.
2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.
3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,

SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER

To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduce

s our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind

Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and cur jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER

To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled

dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1.

Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind

Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER

To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1.

Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in LLynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs,
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER
To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers tn the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled

dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,

we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power 1s a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND P&f\%ﬁl

To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,

we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind

Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.

~ [INAME ADDRESS CITY STATE
1 ChesTer S. Bowzer | SHATOMNST LYNN mMA
2| LIRYNE T o San) /S flary K Lyna 275
Mawe Everson wllaror. Ann K. TErnpony P4,
4 DvID CHRSoN A1 _PANDIRR DR GRovelanp MHA.
5| Maureen “thapeu! Se Warked St '_Dm.ncln L Ma
sWhchae (T Ma{jp‘cr) '7/4([«1‘0/ 57L Sag e
7| LLERMHD STIRKEIEER | 70 t7AREIS RD ¢ ywn/ s
8¢ enine ngféé‘ %0 [KCeusington | IN H
KINTEYY /g’hneﬁtat_'r /3 sevecr DK DBryeds Valdii
10| e herT foge e beraR.| 5c JARK Lamy  ANE Lywn M4 -
11 Juav F GarciA 10 Grvce PL. LYMV M4 .
12 GesREC PLmetos (3% T comonT §T [Eproby mé
'3d\¢-[~t /7//!«1[@, l‘(' Wdodmrr <7 Aywu ma
14 %mo s |21 Coel T OEpe LY  PA.
15| /6 GRenliny AVE SBrem | M4,
'8 /7 Jetrersoy  STEr Havernil | AR
7 ﬂﬂmﬂe,t_ T NMAnvSFieto | 67 CoTTAGE STRee 7~ [ yru ra
> Ryan_ Neole 43 A Ave . RO T L MA
S| Adam B. Bumie'Kp 3T | SO MYrAEl¢ ST RocKlgad ‘mg
o Tames Dosle | 186 KnesBoRY Ave IBRODPORD M
1 S7EYE '7/7:13/453‘/ iy LAND ST Lo/ W
2l Antheas DIRo ceo | 3L B.um By, L Q2une LA
E:f;* onin va H&‘va s - A y/wd% W
N S N B




@ﬁ/ SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER
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To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

J
As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the
following reasons:
1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.
2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.
3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.
We urge vou to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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Uf/ SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER
To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years aril are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory tssues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER
To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembied
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER
To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind wrbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power 1s a clean and renewable energy resource.

bo

Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and othce Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our iobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER

To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

I. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.

NAME ADDRESS CITY ___ |STATE
1 /AW ‘ 3¢ Kotenary e Lbehc f | P
2 / ﬁm ﬁrm{ﬂ, . %Lé%a»a'i’ A
3“‘ M HY Leonarh ¢ 'ZOW-QJH ﬁ’)q(
414 ' 1 Dadee s\ Cowo AV
7 /2 JeddrFoe> KT Y94 o
.6 ¢ ’ '7 /Zlar‘(// {Z 561 vey (/5 M"’\.
7 M;Gug&/\C’ﬂZf‘!ﬂ'm&) 172 FARNLHAM ST ZAU)ZA:\/JCC Ma
s Tphilirss Z bl HE St o
9 HMM )!/ ek AL I R8N S :Za[mﬂ./ ¢c(r7
w A2 A £ S e I LAslibld A
I jﬁa/wwj (ot 97 Ldke Dy Al for A4
12 %uaﬁ baellis. 770C Cadet A.T e vcef, '
3 @&Qk s A7 (rwelind # oA Y rpan ma-
4 S Lonte enfr| S0 Ay Appr |
S ﬂ’) /(C’ [f{'fzé//ﬁ o [’)FM}WMJ é“’(“’ J §; L’ in !/"\Ll
S| Za > Arss £ A Pp) Al eAseny | A
7 %1//4!_/9 LAn ’0/@7 /e mict& Au AE LY wn' ma
8i( ) ///AM l/rcn 4 o P/ii.’;&-ﬂ B S YL A2V 4’«“3 )/: L2 sr e '_?:;_4 .
K0 ) | . Lo KT m(,.:»r*( Y ”Jbz (A
szt b dis @A,__ﬁm»a ) . . IRLT
1 Lirs m, TNt L REL T ] oA S
77 :
2| ¢ ';’ ez T ,43 Mm@u,g - e D e
8| i \ 7k Hee e S pss
- 2. J;/ “”"’Z WQ/ M& >/-/z"4" ‘/71 —A--;/f e} IRs E/J VIrF1% /’giiwﬂ




e

( AMF”

4.

Rt

3746

SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER

To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,

we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND PO

To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,

we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind

Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER

To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled

s

377

SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER
To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects ¢can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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% SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER
To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:
As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the
following reasons:
1. Wind Power 1s a clean and renewable energy resource.
2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.
3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.
We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER

To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers m the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power 1s a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER

To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,

7796

we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:
1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind

Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER

To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND
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To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND P

To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

WFR

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER

To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:
1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.
2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.
3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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moqr S}MPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND

To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs,
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER

To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and eisewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind

Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND
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To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1.

Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND P
To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled

WFR

dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces

our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND

To The Army Corp of Engineers and Respousible Elected Officials

PO éER

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled

dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and ex:ensicn of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resotirce.

2

Wind Power reduces

our dependence on foreign oll.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind

Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIN?PO\Zg

To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces

our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,

M

SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND

'OWER

To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials: :

we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIN
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To The Amy Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

I. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER

To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are riow making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND \}ND Z)WER

To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewab

le energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind

Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND?

To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

OWER

D B T e

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled ¢
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the
following reasons:
1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.
2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.
3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.
We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER
To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1.

Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to gquickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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FES. 18,2005 2:10PM

PLANT 4 MAINTENANCE

SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND P
To The Army Corp of Engine.ers and Regponsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind

Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIND POWER

To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,

we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our dependence on foreign oil.

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind

Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.

-
NAME ADDRESS CITY STATE
Tl “ . - ;/ N
. %W é{fu 4752;;:24 [4 wBWID) 77&4 Ao Lot 6. ,.,{;__,, ({,11_.{_/ J ,ﬂ_{‘,/\-—zw?(,/‘{ /72 A—
. o - / e A1
2 u{_'/vl /7 ZJ_ {k i \L/"'} w e et i {1 / f;a.-/t/lff 2.7 /)fj’“
3|« (u = I w 7 PG -~ ". [ ART A _(_ Ol e \/’L./C
4 (N.AL 'E\ L;_ ‘] C “‘*Uv\.m ’l‘«:‘f\;‘ Mo “ 3 j‘\*‘” i "ﬂi
Y - N~y . e
- SEINY ‘x""*‘*ww o PNiadted £0T ARYININ I
P _. 7 o
6 :/M-tﬂ (/{t/,. .- Q. £ it it g, et g k !J‘f‘f-f‘ < ' M‘L/'f Ll }
. . - ' ' L 2 /
7|’ )l-J‘.. - }“ ;»« - "“\' ‘55 ) }1\»-"""/““ L S -‘i-(_. R ) L7 ,-1. N ‘"’/4 7
8 2 \‘(\\‘; Z_$ il‘ia.“f‘,(\' ll, ;,,-"-‘; oK i:"(- . . -,.’. . :;‘{[ . [; ({{r
o| (Ut K. Bprers €2 theker ST, Ay e, A
O. '.;‘,'\;i_'v,»,u 1‘{ C’ll;*.,' ‘! j, LI d}'\h )C""\ )"I‘ L \, 5\“ U /\,? )
P .“ ’ : ; j ] ———
1_L ) W -'ﬂ._'*Lu‘,’\\ ':x). ){ | RE lL té'l& (.:-—m f,'~ (-,fgl 'l g
! 1/ 4 £
3 4),’, 7 ,Jﬂ w" A 15/9%1&// f’f/ Vi i
.’ 3 ) P 1 -
4 ‘LZ!/ (.{ut./ e Jffx:i'/ (/I LR f“(—' V}i . /f/\ ( ’/L’/ ;[(IH )
3 ‘><" LA 2y M5 57 & Ly~~ S
3 f” cﬁ :‘{;‘ t’l;"'/"" . vl A ',f; " ' el '/ !., o T" : - !,/M " LA Lf} ,}? /Z .
4 1 P % e ) & 5 | ’
S LI RTAY ) i oA H o R A Py
| gl N TS FsarEa L A TI e S APTAT Ay | NL% '
4N e ,,L,,/, o P J—P—W%H_m_?fﬁ / 7 FALS /ERNY
P ”/’.’1 i .‘;’, . - ) o
Nl 2"’. B 1 Y3 _Sir //iu gl A e RS R/ i Wl
# k;{ e y P - .r , M . o i o —
{‘%}#L;L’f’ * . s . ;'J‘ ._....f%#( "':‘L"" ] ,'“;v - H .‘ ‘-"r = > L AT z" i ) - i(‘ “i“‘[‘-‘ * *_&_‘, e
L e st n/] 2 3/!/01«2(/1,:1! S K K g [ LA
Is ‘ _ - 7 ) -
j_“M&W\ J ﬂx"k {\-t ) 4 -’3 L’ L"'" 2.4 t}-m W‘(- R i i gt 1 }7}7(\.
3 = , ) P T
1 L{_Lk; ( 0N l ﬁx_gﬁx& 2-' I l 5 gy 4‘)* o N .LE._' AT - ,,!;,\_(_L\LV
| J f j




SUPPORT THE CAPE WIND PROJECT AND WIN

798

To The Army Corp of Engineers and Responsible Elected Officials:

As workers in the Lynn, Massachusetts River Works plant, who have machined and assembled
" dozens of quality products for over 100 years and are now making our first gear sets for wind turbines,
we ask you to support the Cape Wind project and the development and extension of Wind Power for the

following reasons:

1. Wind Power is a clean and renewable energy resource.

2. Wind Power reduces our depéndence on foreign o1l

3. Wind Power supplies living wage, family-supporting jobs in Lynn and elsewhere.

We urge you to quickly resolve regulatory issues so that the Cape Wind Project and other Wind
Power projects can proceed for the betterment of our environment, our communities, and our jobs.
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Mr. and Mrs. R. Chapman Taylor, 111
2 Monomoy Road
Nantucket, MA 02554
February 17, 2005
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Colonel Thomas Koning

US Army Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742

Dear Colonel Koning:

We are writing to you regarding the proposed Cape Wind development between Cape
Cod and Nantucket, in the center area of Nantucket Sound. We have been studying the
proposal, attending several meetings in Nantucket and in general, have tried to be as up
to date as possible regarding this development.

It is our opinion that the Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement is
inadequate in several areas: Nantucket is an area declared by the US Government to be
a National Historic Site and as such we are very upset about the potential visual
pollution as well as the economic impact on our lovely community. We have, like many
here in Nantucket, retired and with our life savings came to a place we have grown to
love over a period of 25 years. Having been a property owner here for all this time,
when it came to retirement, we decided to go where we love and now this project is
threatening our very investment and the beauty of the sound. Further, it is threatening
the fish and bird wildlife in the Sound, the boating and air navigation safety, and the in
general, the very health of the Sound were an oil spill to happen during a transfer to oil
to the transformer substation. We feel you have not done due diligence to these topics.

It is our wish that you will not take these feelings lightly and will agree to further study.
Thank you for your consideration to this matter.

Smcerel)_f_,____s
. Lw(
\c;"Zf,c,qCL’z,/..fx//r i /%C“’\/

'R. Chapman Taylor, III
Sandra H. Taylor
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Col. Thomas Koning
U. 8. Corps of Army ENgineering
696 Virginia Road

Conceord, Mass. 01742

Dear Col, Koning,

I am a resident of Cape Cod, and much coincerned
about the prospect of the environmental impact on the
fishing, sailing and general health of the ocean around
the proposed wind farm. Its construction will surely
disturb the sea floor and thus the fish., A lot of heavy
equipment will be necessary in the constructiion of the

windmills, chancing the release of ©il and other substances
disagreeable to the surroundings. Once built it will cer-
tainly need maintenance and supplies, comprising more
traffic.

In the Pacific Noerthwest a couple »f years ago I
was travelling and saw wind farms on high hills in "action".
About one third of them were disabled iln one way or another,
at considerable expense to the taxpayersa there. On top of
that I have readnothing to convince me that they will preduce
with any degree of certainty, nearly as much energy as
advertised.

Surely there are many localities dwhich would cffer
equaL, if not better sources of power without the visual
impact of very ugly, tall towers, row upon row across large
areas of LNaNTUCKET Scund.

Very sincerely,

W . é\x_ L Jr—
f
i

Mrs. Whitney Wright
HYannis Port, Mass.

February 17, 2005
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February 17, 2003

Colonel Thomas Koning

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
New England District

696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742

Dear Colonel Koning:

RE: Payment for 2005 Massachusetts Municipal Annual
Meeting & Trade Show Registration January 6-8, 2005

On behalf of the Town of Barnstable, ] am writing to express our formal opposition to
the Cape Wind project and to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) released
by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. Cape Wind's proposed project is not in the public
interest, and the Corps' permit process is an insufficient mechanism under which to
review such a proposal. Furthermore, the Corps has failed to give adequate voice to
local government concerns. For these reasons, the Town of Bamnstable objects to further
review of this permit application. If the Corps continues to review the application, it
should deny the permit.

The Army Corps has a duty to protect the public trust, in this case the open waters of
Nantucket Sound. Approval of the Cape Wind power plant is a fundamental abdication
of the Corps' trustee role, as the negative impacts of this proposed power project far
outweigh its benefits. The public's interest is not served by allowing a private developer
to take control of this public resource for private gain, while collecting millions in
subsidies from taxpayers.

The Cape Wind project would have a negative impact on Barnstable and on the region as
a whole. Local economies would suffer from a loss of tourism - the financial lifeblood
for most of Southeastern Massachusetts - and from the job loss as a result of this decline
in tourism. Moreover, another economic mainstay of the area, commercial fishing,
would be seriously harmed by the project.

Property values in the region would decline because of visual impacts caused by the
Cape Wind power plant. Historic properties would also be negatively affected.
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Colonel Thomas Koning
February 17, 2005
Page Two

Another category of detrimental impacts of the development comes at the expense of the
region's wildlife and environment. The Cape Wind development would have adverse
effects on birds, some of which are federally protected, marine mammals, fish, and have
an overall harmful effect on the Sound's ecosystem. Additionally, the power project is
likely to sacrifice any chance of the Sound's ecosystem. Additionally, the power project
is likely to sacrifice any chance of achieving the longstanding goal of designating the
Sound as a national marine sanctuary.

The Town of Barnstable is also opposed to the process used by the Army Corps, as it
does not give adequate voice to local concerns and is an improper avenue to approve
such a project. An offshore wind energy development should be undertaken only with
the cooperation of the communities it affects, adequately addressing the concerns of the
affected local governments. Indeed, the Corps should heed the recent Executive Order
of the President and facilitate cooperative conservation. See Exec. Order No. 13,352,69
Fed. Reg. 52,989 (Aug. 26, 2004). The Army Corps should comply with President
Bush's Order, and consider this as a collaborative activity between federal, state and
local entities. The Corps has failed in this respect, and our Town's concerns have been
given scant attention throughout this review process.

In conclusion, the Cape Wind project and DEIS have many flaws. The adverse effects
discussed above are not adequately or objectively considered in the DEIS. The project is
not in the public interest and would have a damaging impact not only on Barnstable, but
on the entire region. As such, Barnstable objects to the issuance of a permit for this
proposal and requests that the Corps reject the application.

Slncerely,

/:Vz %(

Gary R. Brown, President
Barnstable Town Council

cc: Congressman William Delahunt
Governor Mitt Romney
Massachusetts Attorney General Thomas Relily
Senator Rob O'Leary
Representative Demetrius Atsalis
Anne Canaday, Mass. Environmental Policy Act
Phil Dascombe, Cape Cod Commission
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Presidential Documents

Executive Order 13352 of August 26, 2004

Facilitation of Cooperative Conservation

By the authority vested in me as President by the Constitution and the
laws of the United States of America, it is hereby ordered as follows:

Section 1. Purpose. The purpose of this order is to ensure that the Depart-
ments of the Interior, Agriculture, Commerce, and Defense and the Environ-
mental Protection Agency implement laws relating to the environment and
natural resources in a manner that promotes cooperative conservation, with
an emphasis on appropriate inclusion of local participation in Federal deci-
sionmaking, in accordance with their respective agency missions, policies,
and regulations.

Sec. 2. Definition. As used in this order, the term “cooperative conservation”
means actions that relate to use, enhancement, and enjoyment of natural
resources, protection of the environment, or both, and that involve collabo-
rative activity among Federal, State, local, and tribal governments, private
for-profit and nonprofit institutions, other nongovernmental entities and indi-
viduals.

Sec. 3. Federal Activities. To carry out the purpose of this order, the Secre-
taries of the Interior, Agriculture, Commerce, and Defense and the Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection Agency shall, to the extent permitted
by law and subject to the availability of appropriations and in coordination
with each other as appropriate:

(a) carry out the programs, projects, and activities of the agency that
they respectively head that implement laws relating to the environment
and natural resources in a manner that:

{i) facilitates cooperative conservation;

{ii) takes appropriate account of and respects the interests of persons
with ownership or other legally recognized interests in land and other
natural Iresources;

(iii) properly accommodates local participation in Federal decision-
making; and

(iv) provides that the programs, projects, and activities are consistent
with pratecting public health and safety;
(b) report annually to the Chairman of the Council on Environmental
Quality on actions taken to implement this order; and

(c) provide funding to the Office of Environmental Quality Management
Fund (42 U.S5.C. 4375) for the Conference for which section 4 of this orcer
provides.

Sec. 4. White House Conference on Cooperative Conservation. The Chairman
of the Council on Environmental Quality shall, to the extent permitied
by law and subject to the availability of appropriations:

(a) convene not later than 1 year after the date of this order, and thereafier
at such times as the Chairman deems appropriate, a White House Conference
on Cooperative Conservation (Conference) to facilitate the excharnge of infor-
mation and advice relating to (i) cooperative conservation and (ii] means
for achievement of the purpose of this order; and

(b) ensure that the Conference obtains information in a manner that seeks
from Gonference participants their individual advice and does not invalve
collective judgment or consensus advice or deliberation.
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52990 Federal Register/Vol. 69, No. 167 /Monday, August 30, 2004/ Presidential Documents

Sec. 5. General Provision. This order is not intended 10, and does not,
create any right or benefit, substantive or procedural, enforceable at law
or in equity by any party against the United States, its departments, agencies,
instrumentalities or entities, its officers, employees or agents, or any other
person.

~ /

THE WHITE HOUSE,
August 26, 2004.

[FR Doc. 04—19909
Filed 8-27-04; 11:31 am]
Billing code 3195-01-P
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Michael Waldron
72 Kevin Drive , Euless, Texas 76040

February 10, 2005 03:31 PM
Colonel Thomas Koning
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Road
Concord, MA 01742-2751

Subject: Ensure 'Cape Wind' Project Is Safe for Wildlife

Dear Colonel Koning:

Before you approve or deny a permit to erect 130 turbines in Nantucket Sound, please require
the developer to conduct the thorough studies recommended by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and the Massachusetts Division of Fisheries and Wildlife.

Specifically, the environmental review of this project should include:

- Three full years of visual observations of birds - 12 months of radar observations of flying
wildlife - A thorough and timely review of the project's potential effect on wildlife, including

marine mammals

These factors will help determine whether the Cape Wind project is in the best interests of both
the public and wildlife.

As it is written, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers’ draft environmental impact statement is
hopelessly flawed, because it ignores relevant information and draws conclusions based on

inadequate research.

This project could be the first marine wind energy facility in the United States. As such, it will
set a precedent for other offshore renewable energy projects.

Please require a rigorous, scientific review of its environmental effects. Clean air and healthy
wildlife populations are not mutually exclusive. We need both.

Sincerely,

Michael Waldron

M ichadd of ylidots srs
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Atlantic States Marine Fisheries Commission 38 OT

1444 Eye Street, N.W_, Sixth Floor
Washington, D.C. 20005
(202) 289-6400
Preston PP. Pate, Jr. (NC), Chair (202) 289-6051 (fax) John V. O’Shea
George D. Lapointe (ME), Vice-Chair www.asmfc.org Executive Director

Working towards healthy, self-sustaining populations for all Atlantic coast fish species, or suceessful resioration
well in progress, by the year 2015

February 18, 2005

Karen K. Adams

Cape Wind Energy Project EIS Manager
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

696 Virginia Road

Concord, Massachusetts 01742-2751

Dear Ms. Adams:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed Cape Wind Energy Project in Nantucket
Sound (#NAE-2004-338-1) to provide background information on the potential impacts of the project on
fish, protected species, and the habitat of Horseshoe Shoals.

The Horseshoe Shoals area has been designated as Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) for scup, black sea bass,
winter flounder and summer flounder by the National Marine Fisheries Service. The Commission is
concerned about the potential for negative impacts of this project on ASMFC-managed fish, protected
species and habitat, and that it will set the precedent of allowing offshore wind farms along the Atlantic
coast. Sound science is needed to evaluate the impacts of this project as well as the cumulative impacts
of other similar projects.

. The Commission believes insufficient baseline data has been collected to support the DEIS, particularly
regarding the spatial and temporal use of the area by marine life and by recreational and commercial
fishermen. We are apprehensive about the prospect of this project moving forward without adequate
knowledge of its implications for marine resources. We have developed two lists of detailed concerns
regarding the Cape Wind Energy Project, one dealing with fish and habitat, and the other with protected
species. These lists are included as Attachments A and B.

My staff contact on this issue is Elizabeth Griffin should you have questions.

Sincerely,

0.0Skes—
hn V. O’Shea g

Attachments

cc: Mark Amorello
ASMFC Massachusetts Commissioners
ASMFC Habitat Committee, Management & Science Committee, and

Protected Species Committee
JVO/L05-025

CONNECTICUT, DELAWARE, FLORIDA, GEORGIA, MAINE, MARYLAND, MASSACHUSETTS, NEW HAMPSHIRE,
NEW JERSEY, NEW YORK, NORTH CAROLINA, PENNSYLVANIA, RHODE ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA, VIRGINIA
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Fish and Habitat Related Comments

Construction:

The report assumes short-term habitat loss/disturbance during construction may be temporary and, even so, it
might be substantial during that time. In the report, it is generally assumed that species such as finfish will
quickly recover from the disturbance and return to the site. Adequate evidence has not been presented to support
that assumption.

The DEIS states that the area affected by cable-laying activities includes the trench area and adjacent area
affected by skid pontoons. The area around the trench would be affected by redeposit of suspended sediment
from the trench and therefore should be included in the calculation of benthic habitat affected.

Species Composition:

The potential for turbines and/or associated lighting to increase fish at the project site needs to be assessed.
These changes may lead to unnaturally high concentrations ot some species that could have implications for
recreational and commercial fishing.

More information is needed on the potential effects of an electromagnetic field (EMF) and noise on the various
life history of stages of marine species in the project area. There is the potential for EMF or noise to drive a
species, their prey, or their predators out of the area, thus disturbing the sensitive ecosystem balance on
Horseshoe Shoals.

Zucco and Merck’s 2004 article “Ecological effects of offshore wind parks - Overview of present knowledge”
(March 2004), notes that there are still large data gaps regarding impacts on benthic habitats and effects on fish
fauna.

While this project would permanently eliminate a certain amount of benthic habitat, it would provide in-the-
water structural habitat. This new habitat would primarily be transient use habitat where as the benthic habitat
it would replace has year round function. These changes would benefit certain fisheries and have adverse
impacts on others. These habitat changes and the associated fisheries impacts need to be addressed.

When discussing potential changes to fish community structure, the applicants fail to consider potential impacts
to forage species, something that could affect fish, birds, and mammals. The loss or alteration of shoals habitat
may have a profound effect on the abundance and distribution of these species.

Predator-prey investigations were not conducted to establish a baseline that could be used to help predict and
monitor impacts on marine life associated with disturbance, displacement, and habitat loss effects.

A comprehensive review the effects of nearshore and offshore wind farms on migratory movement patterns and
behaviors of fish throughout the annual cycle should be completed before this proposed project is considered.
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The DEIS needs to adequately address the effects of the turbine platforms on ocean currents, especially$n
shallow water. These obstructions could change water circulation and thereby impact the migration, spawning,

egg and larval transport and feeding habits of fisheries resources in the project area

The DEIS predicts some scouring around the base of the turbines (maximum 8 feet deep and 33 feet
horizontally from each turbine). In order to mitigate these impacts, they are suggesting anchored scour mats,
with artificial fronds to slow water velocity at the seabed, around each turbine. There could be serious
implications on sand movement and placement in the Nantucket area due to scouring around the turbines and
changes in water flow/currents.

The DEIS says there is the potential for 8 feet or more of scouring but does not discuss how this will affect
cables buried at a depth of 6 feet. Cables that are not buried have potential to interact with fishing gear,

There needs to be an assessment of whether the wind farm will alter accretion/erosion rates on adjacent islands
and sand shoals thereby affecting breeding, foraging, and roosting habitat availability for avian species and
benthic communities. '

Fishing Effects:

Recreational and commercial fishermen catch numerous ASMFC-managed species on Horseshoe Shoals,
including scup, black sea bass, summer flounder, winter flounder, menhaden, tautog, bluefish, striped bass and
American lobster. The wind farm would occupy approximately 24 square miles. If the project is allowed to go
through, the potential for post-construction exclusion of fishermen from the project site is very high for the
following reasons:
o All access could become restricted for security reasons.
s Mobile gear fishermen will likely not be abie to fish within the towers due to restricted maneuverability
and potential hangs due to exposed power cables and armoring around the towers.
e Most recreational fishermen are not used to handling boats in strong eddies and would be at risk of
collision with the bases of the turbines and other boats.
e USCG helicopters may not be able to fly within the project footprint to perform rescue activities,
particularly during extreme weather conditions when they are most needed.
If this area is closed to fishing, the impacts to commercial and recreational fishing will be much more
significant than those presented in the DEIS.

The analyses of commercial and recreational fisheries in the Nantucket Shoals area and the alternate sites relies
on limited trawl survey data and raw MRFSS data, does not have of estimates of recreational fishing
participation and its contribution to the economy, and contains generalizations and comparisons not
substantiated by data. Finfish resources are systematically underestimated, as are commercial catches and
recreational fishing activity. The descriptions of finfish resources and recreational fishing, both of which are
derived from admittedly limited sampling data, are neither supplemented nor extrapolated as would be required
to result in a clear understanding of the subject matter. Please pay careful attention to the comments by the
Massachusetts Division of Marine Fisheries on these topics.
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Protected Species Related Comments

Marine Mammal Background:

In the State Protected Species section, the statement "Gray seals have known year-round breeding and pupping
grounds in Nantucket..." is misleading. Gray seals have a year-round presence, but breeding and pupping occur
during winter. The phrase "year-round breeding” occurs throughout the material pertaining to gray seals. In the
2003 gray seal stock assessment report the text is “In the late 1990’s, a year-round breeding population of
approximately 400+ animals was documented on outer Cape Cod and Muskeget Island.” This means that
‘resident’ animals are having pups and breeding,

The State Protected Species section also claims that "Generally, there is some adult seal movement south during
spring and summer out of ...for pupping, as seen with harbor seals...", which is incorrect. Gray seal pupping
throughout the western North Atlantic occurs during winter. There is likely an immigration of adult seals
(likely from Canada)} into Nantucket Sound prior to the pupping season. Likewise, there is likely emigration of
adult animals following the pupping season.

Contrary to what is said in the harbor seal section, it does not seem likely that adult seals would remain in
Nantucket Sound during the pupping & breeding period. However, there have been no systematic surveys
conducted in Cape Cod waters during the pupping period.

It should also be noted that Harbor seals also use Monomoy, although in recent years gray seals comprise the
largest proportion of hauled out seals.

The importance of Horseshoe Shoals as a foraging site for harbor seals and gray seals is unknown. Seal survey
counts are confined to hauled-out animals. Seal foraging sites are best described using satellite/TDR tags. This
work, however, has not been conducted in southern New England.

In Appendix 5.5-B, the Pinniped Assessment, the information on gray seal diet is overly generalized. Gray seal
diet reported in Katona et al. (1993), pertains to both U.S. and Canadian waters. Capelin, lumpfish, and
lumpscukers are not abundant in Nantucket Sound and adjacent waters. Scant data exist on gray seal diet in
Nantucket Sound. The seasonal distribution portion of this appendix implies that the southern range of harbor
seal distribution is Nantucket Sound. This is incorrect; they range as far south as New Jersey. It should also be
noted that many forage species that depart New England waters in late autumn move into warmer shelf/break
waters or along the mid-Atlantic coast. The lack of information on seal seasonal diets, movements, and
foraging range precludes linking seal movements to prey migration. Seal diets likely differ on spatial and
temporal scales.

Construction:

This DEIS discusses construction impacts on bird migration but fails to mention what lighting conditions are
anticipated to support construction activities, especially during darkness and inclement weather. The applicant
should develop a construction zone lighting plan designed to minimize at-sea night lighting impacts on sea
turtles, marine mammals and birds during the construction period. The development of this plan should be done
in consultation with the appropriate environmental agencies.

If the project goes through as proposed, construction should be done during the winter months when sea turtles
are less likely to be in the area. If construction does occur during warmer months, trawl surveys for sea turtles

1
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Section’6, whigh dest ‘Ses the pre-, during- and post-construction monitoring efforts, was vague A
comprehensive mdi‘ﬁtoﬂng plan complete with methods should be developed and reviewed by appropriate
environmental agencies given that this project will set important precedent for future marine-based wind farms

should it be allowed to go through.
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If the project is allowed to go through, the monitoring should include water quality testing to detect the leakage
of toxic fluids into the water that could be entering the food chain.

In case the project as currently described, or some version of it, does eventually get built, a revised or
supplemental DEIS should be required. It should include not only detailed monitoring plans but also detailed
mitigation plans regarding possible impacts to the habitat, marine resources, and fishermen. If post-construction
monitoring were to show significant problems, there is currently no plan for mitigation. If potential problems
cannot be mitigated, that should be known before consideration of the project moves forward.

Cumulative and Long-Term Effeets:

The authors should broaden the discussion of cumulative impacts to include impacts on marine organisms from
fisheries interaction, habitat loss through coastal development, military activities, and mining or drilling in the
area.

There are two other projects currently being considered that could have serious implications for the Nantucket
Shoals area. The first is a proposal on the table to mine at least ! million cubic yards of sand from the
Nantucket Shoals area, with additional amounts to come for maintenance. In addition, the Town of Barbstable
has started forming an agreement with MMS to mine sand from Horseshoe Shoals. The cumulative effects of
these two activities need to be considered in along with those from the proposed Cape Wind Project.

If the project is completed as proposed, consultation with appropriate environmental agencies should occur
during the development of the cable repair plan. Consultation should also occur well before the
decommissioning of the wind farm to reduce environmental impacts during the deconstruction phase.

The DEIS claims that no cumulative effects t6 benthic resources are expected, and that any impacts are
expected to be localized and temporary. As the document identifies a number of recurring activities that disturb
the benthic environment such as cable laying during repairs, it seems intuitive that cumulative effects would
result.

The level of risk of damage to marine resources seems incredibility high for a proposed project that according to
the DEIS, has an approximate design life of 20 years, after which the decommissioning of the project would
oceur,
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should:be condiicted within 24 hours of the installation of the submarine cables following protocols establifhed
by NMFS for federal navigation channel dredging. Any turtles captured should be tagged and relocated outside
of the construction zone.

There are several subsections pertaining to disturbance of gray seal and harbor seal haul out and breeding
grounds. These subsections denote that the closest haul out and pupping sites are seven and ten nautical miles
from the wind farm. It is also stated that seals are not likely to be adversely affected by project construction,
operation and maintenance. However, we are not aware of any wind farms that are sited within ten miles of a
major pupping colony. Therefore if the windmills are built, monitoring of the pupping site during the
construction phase should be required.

The potential impact on the Muskeget Island gray seal pupping colony is unknown. Constructing and funding a
temporary field station on Muskeget would provide an excellent opportunity for monitoring the pupping season
during the wind farm construction phase.

The applicant proposes to place a NMFS certified observer on-site during the initial construction activities.
This is insufficient, since it will only provide information on marine mammal presence/absence adjacent to the
construction site. If the windmills are built, monitoring should be enhanced by: 1) placing observers on the
supply vessels that transit Nantucket Sound, 2) conducting systematic aerial surveys around adjacent seal haul
out sites, and 3) placing satellite tags on a sample of gray and harbor seals.

Risk of Bird Collision:

The authors assume a low collision risk for species determined not to fly at the height of the rotor blades.
However, flight altitude varies not only by species but also by behavior and weather conditions. The applicant
should be required to quantify diurnal and nocturnal flight direction and altitudes of migratory waterbirds and
landbirds that forage in or pass over the project area and determine what factors (e.g., climatic conditions, lunar
phase, tide cycle, etc.) significantly influence flight patterns before a final decision is made on the proposed
windfarm.

The writers of the avian section repeatedly attempted to use the 210 birds observed in the rotor zone during
those surveys as the basis for analyzing airspace impacts in the rotor-swept zone. Incomplete as it is, the two-
month radar study with 127,697 targets in the rotor-swept zone is sufficient to demonstrate that the boat and
aerial survey estimates for birds in the rotor-swept zone are unreliable,

The data on the temporal use of the rotor-swept zone and adjacent airspace by birds is insufficient. Radar data
was collected in May and September 2002, but no data was collected in the other 10 months of 2002, and none
for any month in any other year. Coastal areas such as Nantucket Sound have large numbers of birds present
during all parts of the year. Accordingly, the impact evaluation needs to consider all 12 months, not just May
and September.

Until additional field data is collected to establish a reliable baseline on the number of birds in the rotor-swept
zone and their species composition, statements about population-level effects are premature at best, We do not
believe that the applicant has collected sufficient baseline information to defend the statement that impacts
would not be biologically significant. The applicant has not conducted studies to demonstrate what the spatial
and temporal uses of the airspace are by birds in 10 of the 12 months of the annual cycle, and has no
information on what species of birds migrate through the rotor-swept zone during any month. Without knowing
what species could be impacted, making predictions that no cumulative impacts to bird populations would occur
seems to be unsupportable.
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The report pllé'ééﬁ‘s"too much emphasis on bird fatality estimates based on terrestrial species, do nof equate
behaviorally or otherwise to marine species. Most seabirds are long-lived species with low reproductive rate.
Little is known about the population levels of most migratory seabirds so it is unclear as to what level of
mortality they can sustain.

The literature search regarding bird fatality from collisions with wind turbines should be broadened. If it has
been “extensively studied” in both the U.S. and Europe as indicated in the report, then the authors need to
include additional studies other than Erickson et al. 2001 to give a more balanced view. For example, in the
European literature such as Birdlife International 2003, Everaert, et al. (2002) reports estimated bird mortality at
0-125 birds per turbine per year.

Over 25% of the Atlantic Coast Piping Plover breeding population occurs north of the wind farm project area.

It is very likely these birds travel over Nantucket Sound during spring and fall migration, which may result in
significant mortality. As such, further study is needed to determine plover flight path (i.e., flight direction and
altitude) within the vicinity of the project area. Research is also needed to ascertain whether the Sound provides
stopover habitat for plovers.

Migration Barriers:

The DEIS claims that operating. turbines are not likely to present a barrier to migrating birds or birds flying to
and from foraging areas is overly broad. While it is true that some species would likely be unaffected, other
species may be affected. Zucco and Merck’s 2004 article “Ecological effects of offshore wind parks — Overview
of present knowledge” (March 2004) indicated that some investigations on migrating birds showed barrier
effects and displacement of migration routes, It is also possible that wind farms may disrupt flock formation as
birds attempt to avoid the structures.

If the wind farm is built, there should be a discussion on the feasibility of shutting down wind farm operations
during biologically sensitive periods (e.g., peak waterbird migration periods). This is a common practice for
power plants which are often mandated to reduce intake flow during certain times of the year such as fish
spawning periods.

A comprehensive review is needed on the effects of nearshore and offshore wind farms on migratory movement
patterns and behaviors of sea turtles and marine mammals throughout the annual cycle.

Species Compeosition:

The potential for turbines and/or associated lighting to increase the prey base of fish eating birds at the project
site needs to be assessed. This increased lighting may lead to unnaturally high concentrations of these species
in the area and increase the risk of colliston fatalities, particularly among aerial divers.

The potential exists for turbines and/or associated lighting to increase sea turtle and marine mammal prey bases.
Increased prey could result in abnormally high densities of sea turtles and marine mammals in the project area
and may interfere with their migratory movement and behavior patterns by prolonging their stay. Moreover, if
turbines enhance fish populations at the project site, it is likely that recreational and commercial fishing effort
(and traffic) will increase in the area as well. This may put sea turtles and marine mammals at greater risk of
incidental capture in fishing gear and/or getting struck by boats.



More infori%a;lion is needed on the potential affects of an electromagnetic field (EMF) on thge \g)us li
history of #ag®&s of marine species in the project area. There is the potential for EMF to drive a species, their
prey, or thet prédators out of the area, thus disturbing the sensitive ecosystem balance on Horseshoe Shoals.
Zucco and Merck’s 2004 article “Ecological effects of offshore wind parks — Overview of present knowledge”
(March 2004), includes a reduced density and acoustic activity of harbor porpoise in the list of wind farm
impacts. The article also notes that there are still large data gaps regarding impacts on benthic habitats and
effects on fish fauna.

Green turtles should be included in the list of species that have the potential to occur in Nantucket Sound.

I?t:the"mﬂdﬁ myis allowed, all post-construction monitoring of avian and marine resources should be conducted
year round (12 months) for a period of three years rather than just one year to account for annual variation in the
occurrences (and behavior) of protected species that could potentially be impacted by the operation of the wind
farm.

Post-construction monitoring of marine mammals and sea turtles should be separate from monitoring of avian
resources given the vast differences in monitoring methodologies.

If the project goes through, we are concerned over the ability to accurately monitor the impacts of this site if
monitoring mortality rates relies on the occurrence of dead birds or other organisms. It is important to note that
animals often do not strand or remain floating when they die in the marine environment, but sink and disappear.
This may not allow us to get an accurate picture of the impacts.

To date, estimates of the impact on birds from wind turbines come from studies of comparatively small onshore
wind turbines. To assess the actual impact of these new wind farms, detailed studies on pilot offshore wind
farms are essential, Especially since the production of offshore wind turbines is expected to increase due to the
federal tax credits designed to fuel the growth of wind power. As recommended by Exo, Hiippop, & Garthe, in
their 2003 article “Birds and offshore wind farms: a hot topic in marine ecology”, the following three items
should be considered: 1} The studies should include long-term comparative studies before and after installation
of a wind farm as well as synchronous investigations in unaftected reference/control areas. 2) Remote
observation techniques, such as radar, and thermal imaging video cameras should be utilized to obtain data on
bird use of the area before and after wind farm development. 3) It is important to record (through visual
observations and flight calls) movements of migrants and foraging birds and behavior in response to
construction activities and turbines (e.g., avoidance).

If the windmills are built, the applicant proposes to place a NMFS certified observer on-site during the initial
construction activities. This is insufficient, since it will only provide information on marine mammal
presence/absence adjacent to the construction site. Monitoring would be enhanced by: 1) placing observers on
the supply vessels that transit Nantucket Sound, 2) conducting systematic aerial surveys around adjacent seal
haul out sites, and 3) placing satellite tags on a sample of gray and harbor seals,

In a play-back experiment (Koschinski et al. 2003) conducted off Vancouver, BC, both harbour seals and
harbour porpoises were able to detect the low-frequency sound generated by offshore wind-turbines. Both
species exhibited avoidance behavior to the sound source. Further, the rate of harbor porpoise echolocation
clicks increased significantly, as compared to the control (sound source off). If the proposed project is allowed,
research needs to be done both before and after construction to see if the marine mammal use of the area
changes with the addition of the wind farm.

4



Cumulative Effects: W

The authors should broaden the discussion of cumulative impacts to include impacts on seabird populations and
other marine organisms from fisheries interaction, habitat loss through coastal development, military activities,
and mining or drilling in the area.

The DEIS should also address that there is a very strong probability that more turbines may be built off the U.
S. northeastern Atlantic coast in the foreseeable future and their cumulative impact on seabird and other marine

populations.
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February 17, 2005

Dear Army Corps of Engineers;

I wanted to write a letter to add my voice of ap [groval for the upcoming wind farm permit
application.

The reasons for my support are quite simple to me.

Our need for electricity continues to grow. So we have but a few choices:
Raise the price for electricity and let the market settle 1t out
Build new nuclear power plants

Build new or expand existing fossil fired plants

Force cutbacks in consumption (rationing)

& [ oyt tooa tono torm proorm of rednemo domoam ] ooy cF et b

o L amiitt to oy lone term nroerm townrd nattonad cneroy nelenerdenes

Of all these choices, I support lowering the demand for further

» Green house gas emissions

» Increasing dependence of foreign oil

» Increasing the rate at which US capital leaves our country to enrich others outside our borders
» Increasing the need to use military force to ensure access to foreign energy sources

---Am I happy to see the hand of man in such places as Nantucket Sound-well no not really. But the
wind farm represents a defensible compromise necessitated by the realities of our life and times.

---Do I think the wind farm will solve our energy problems? No I don’t but it’s a move in the correct
direction,

---Do [ think we are selling our resources to private industry? No more than the logging, mining, gas
and oil, fishing industries already enjoy as a matter of existing national policy.

---Do I believe the wind farm will make a difference? Yes. Policy established right here will indicate
our acknowledgement that the status quo is no longer in our national interest.

Barry Neal D
Sandwich, Massachusetts (next to the canal electric power plant)

L



Tristan Israel Page 1 2/18/05

Dear Sirs, 3 a 1 v

I am a Selectman in the town of Tisbury on Martha’s Vineyard and I would like to list
some of my concerns about the proposed Cape Wind Project.

1y

2)

3)

4

The lack of Federal and State rules and regulations with regard to the use of
Nantucket Shoals and other similar public waters with regard to private wind
energy generation. Time should be allowed to promulgate guidelines before
giving out permits.

The fact that this is a private development and the complex nature of the national
energy grid makes demonstrable direct benefit to the region unclear. The fact that
this is not a public project makes the detriments to out weigh the positives.

Not enough information has been gathered with regard to the impacts and changes
to the seabed caused by the wind turbines and its impact on the marine life in the
area of the proposal. The many pads needed to support the turbines will surely
create changes that appear understated in the Draft EIR. The testimony of many
fishermen who are intimate with the area scems to have been downplayed.

Alternate locations are available including Mass Military Reservation and other
offshore sites that would have far less impacts to the surrounding environment.
Deep-water technology has improved to the point where it has become feasible
from technical and economic points of view.

The idea of Wind Power is certainly laudable but the location of Cape Wind’s proposal in
such a fragile and important economic area makes this project one that should be turned
down. Thank you for your careful review.

Sincerely,
7200

Tristan Israel
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Feb. 18, 2005

To:  Col. Thomas Koning
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Road
Concord, MA 01742

Re: Cape Wind Energy EIS Project

Dear Col. Koning:

The USACE is to be commended for its efforts to collect relevant data regarding
many environmental factors involved in evaluating the Cape Wind Energy EIS Project.
But, unfortunately, some of the conclusions reached in the DEIS apear to be biased,
and unsupported by the facts. The analysis ignores significant environmental controls
that exist in the areas surrounding the project, but reaches far beyond its boundaries to
include benefits that are largely unsubstantiated.

The most significant bias is in the discussion of the benefits of the project. While
the DEIS carefully defines the project area in Nantucket Sound, and limits its
assessment of environmental impacts to that area, when it addresses benefits
(“socioeconomics”) it reaches far beyond the direct impacts of this project. It describes
benefits which are unquantified, or speculative at best, for reducing the cost of
electricity in New England, reducing the use of foreign oil, improving air quality, and
reducing global warming. But the DEIS also recognizes that the project clearly would
be a part of the NE power grid. For a realistic perspective on the potential benefits of
the project questions such as the following should be answered, relative to the power
grid of which it will be a part:

+ How will the project affect the portion of total demand on the grid that is met by
renewable energy sources?

- What effect will it have on the demand for foreign oil for the grid?

« What effect will it have on air polution in NE? on the sources of global warming?

« If the project is just the first of many that will be necessary to make a significant
impact on those environmental factors, how does it iead to further development
of renewable energy sources in the grid? What is the long term plan?

Significant, quantifiable benefits would be necessary to justify the environmental
impacts the project would have on Nantucket Sound; even just those identified in the
DEIS.
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Col. Thomas Koning;, pg. 2

But in addition to the environmental impacts described in the DEIS, it ignores a
major environmental factor relevant to any large scale industrial development in
Nantucket Sound. Although the DEIS may be technically correct by covering only an
area defined by an imaginary line in the water, drawn years ago to describe the “three
mile state territorial limit”, the practical reality is that the areas surrounding that line are
subject to regulation by state and local agencies which have never approved any
development even approaching the scale of the Cape Wind proposal. The fact that the
shores of Nantucket Sound are not lined with high rise resort hotels and condominiums,
ala Atlantic City and Myrtle Beach, is not due to a tack of development pressure; it is
because the citizens of the Cape and the Islands have supported governments and
agencies which would prevent over-development.

Over many years those citizens have taken a stand, with their votes and their tax
dollars, for preserving the basic character of the Cape and the Islands. They supported
the National Seashore; they approved a Commission with regulatory powers over the
entire Cape; they assessed themselves for a land bank; and they support many local
government and private efforts to preserve land areas, bays, and shorelines. A huge
industrial development, in the centerpiece of the area, would be a “sharp stick in the eye
of everyone who has supported those preservation efforts over the years. That imaginary
line in the water cannot be a fence around a development that is totally out of scale, and
out of character, from the surrounding area.

n

To remove the apparent bias and present credible conclusions the DEIS should
be revised to put the expected benefits of the project in a realistic perspective, and to
recognize the environmental standards that have been applied to the surrounding areas.
The project area is not an isolated “off-shore” section of the ocean; it is an integral part of
a unique combination of land and water that has attracted many people for many years;
to visit, to return year after year, and to settle in. An industrial development in Nantucket
Sound of the scale proposed by Cape Wind would be a monument to “bureaucratic
myopia”.

Sincerely,

-£Z 7 g
ames Eastman
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From: Peter Cook [cook@temple.edu]

Sent: Wednesday, February 16, 2005 12:04 PM

To: Energy, Wind NAE; mepa@state.ma.us; info@capewind.org
Subject: Cape Cod wind farm support

Helle,

We are absoultely in favor of the Cape Cod wind farm. We
regularly support the wind farms in Pennsylvania by
contributing extra money to our electric bill as part of the
local energy cooperative.

We are summer renters - two weeks every August - and we are
also people who like cool technologies and see Massachusetts
as the place to be in the US if you want to be on the cutting
edge. We don't see any problem with the view of an off coast
wind farm - to me, as a part time metal sculptor, they will

iook like sculptures on the horizon!

And | selfishly don't mind if some folks will want to move

away when the wind farm is built. We have been thinking about
moving to the Cape sometime in the future - all the more
property available to us if they decide to move.

The wind farm won't harm the tourism industry - the new
tourists may well be a little more techie and geeky!

For geeky tech people like us who expect to running our own in
house multimedia company in the Falmouth area sometime in the
near future - | say horray for the forward thinkers on the

Cape - that's the spirit we will be looking for there -

whether it be during a summer visit or as permanent residents.

Don't fear the future - embrace it.

Peter Cook
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" From: Robert W. Wolff [rewolff@innevi.com]
Sent:  Wednesday, February 16, 2005 12:13 PM
To: Energy, Wind NAE
Subject: Message in support of Wind Energy Project off Cape Cod

Hello,

| strongly support the project contemplated to collect energy from wind turbines
off Cape Cod.

I have worked on the Cape and have visited often since 1959. | think seeing 4
the wind turbines when boating adjacent the cape would be a reminder to many
that the USA is moving toward clean energy.

There is a wind turbine in view of my property here in central Vermont.
doesn't damage the view of the landscape, doesn't cause noise or any visual
clutter. And, it is a reminder that we are properly husbanding the earth. In the
next few years | am hoping that a larger installation is erected on that site so
that more power can be collected without burning anything.

Please register my firm support for this project.
Sincerely,

Robert William Wolff

PO Box 98

Randolph VT 05060-0098
802 728 7071

2/23/2005
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From: Duggan, Sean M [SDUGGAN@PARTNERS.ORG]
Sent: Wednesday, February 18, 2005 1:37 PM

To: Energy, Wind NAE

Cc: 'anne.canaday@state. ma.us'

Subject: Comment on Cape Wind project

Hello,

| own a condo on Admirals Hill in Chelsea. Within appoximately 2 miles of my
home you can find the Everett LNG facility, storage tanks containing heating
Oil, Gasoline and Jet Fuel and one of the dirtiest power plants in the state.

With weekiy deliveries of LNG to the Everett facility and countless Qil/Fuel
tankers sailing past my home I think I'm more aware than most of what it takes
to feed our thirst for energy in this region.

With that as a background I'd like to voice my opposition to the Cape Wind
project. It seems to me that their main argument is based

on the fact that horseshoe shoal is the "best” site for a wind farm. If that's
the overriding decison factor, let me suggest an even better

site.

The center median of the mid-cape highway.

That would have to be a cheaper and more desirable site than out in the middle
of Nantucket sound.

If that sounds like & silly proposal, | submit that it's no more silly than
buidling the project in the center of Nantucket Sound.

Fortunately, the median of route 8 is managed by state agencies with the power

to prevent outrageous development schemes. For Nantucket sound, we're left only

with the Army Corps of Engineers to keep private developers from destroying a
treasured natural
resource like Nantucket Sound.

| urge you fo stop this project before it goes any further.

Thank You,

Sean M. Duggan

50 Boatswains Way Unit 113
Chlesea, Ma 02150
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From: Steve Dolan [stevedolan56@hotmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, February 16, 2005 12:20 PM
To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: wind farm project

this project is a no-brainer!
the benefits clearly outwiegh any detriments.

sincerly,
steve dolan
67 west way
mashpee ma
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From: Reah Janise Kauffman [rjkauffman@earth-poiicy.org]
Sent: Wednesday, February 16, 2005 2:27 PM

To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: cape wind energy project

TO: Karen Kirk-Adams
Cape Wind Energy EIS Project Manager
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

Dear Ms. Kirk-Adams:

During a recent trip o Cape Cod | saw the smokestack of the oil-burning
power plant as | crossed the Sagamore Bridge and | looked at the plans for
an offshore wind farm proposed for Nantucket Sound. To me, these images
represent the energy past and the energy future for this beautiful, but
fragile, coastal peninsula.

One reason we continue to rely so heavily on fossil fuels to supply our
energy is that the markets do not tell the ecclogical truth. The price of a
ton of coal or a barrel of oil does not reflect the ecological and health
damage that result from burning these fuels nor do they reflect the vast
subsidies lavished upon them,

in the United States, oil and gas companies are now perhaps the most
powerful lobbyists in Washington. Between 1990 and 2002, they amassed $154
million in campaign contributions in an effort to protect special tax rates

worth billions. In testimony before the House Ways and Means Committee in
1989, Donald Lubick, U.S. Treasury Assistant Secretary for Tax Policy, said

in reference to the oil and gas industry, "This is an industry that probably

has a larger tax incentive relative to its size than any other industry in

the country "

Fossil fuel subsidies are largely hidden from taxpayers, such as the
depletion allowance for oil preduction in the United States. Even more
dramatic are the routine U.S. military expenditures to protect access to
Middle Eastern cil, which are calculated by analysts at the Rand Corporation
to fall between $30 billion and $60 billion a year, while the cil imported

from the region is worth only $20 billion.

Consider one of the other costs we face from burning fossil fuels—sea level
rise caused by climate change. The most easily measured effect of rising
sea level is the inundation of coastal areas. Donald F. Boesch, with the
University of Maryland Center for Environmental Sciences, estimates that for
each millimeter rise in sea level, the shoreline retreats an average of 1.5
meters. Thus if sea level rises by 1 meter, coastline will retreat by 1,500
meters, or nearly a mile. During the twentieth century, sea level rose by
20-30 centimeters (8-12 inches). The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate
Change projects a rise of up to 1 meter during this century.

A team at the Woods Hole Oceanographic Institute has calculated
Massachusetts's loss of land to the rising sea as warming progresses. Using
the rather modest U.S. Environmental Protection Agency projections of sea
ievel rise by 2025, they calculated that Massachusetts would lose from 7,500
to 10,000 acres of land. Based on just the lower estimate and a nominal land
value of $1 million per acre for ocean-front property, this wouid amount to

a loss of at least $7.5 billion of particularly expensive property by then.

Some of the 72 coastal communities included in the study would lose far more
land than others. Nantucket could lose over 6 acres and Faimouth 3.8 acres a
year.



Coastal real estate prices are likely to be one of the first economic 3 m

indicators to reflect the rise in sea level. Those with heavy investments in
beachfront properties will suffer most. A half-meter rise in sea level in
the United States could bring losses ranging from $20 billion to $150
billion. Beachfront properties are becoming hard to insure—-as many
homeowners in Florida and now on Cape Cod have discovered.

Shifting to renewable sources of energy, such as wind power, opens up vast
new opportunities for lowering fossil fue! dependence. Wind offers a
powerful alternative to fossi! fuels—-a way of dramatically cutting carbon
emissions. Wind energy is abundant, inexhaustible, cheap, widely
distributed, climate-benign, and clean—which is why it has been the world's
fastest-growing energy source over the last decade.

Wind energy does not produce sulfur dioxide emissions or nitrous oxides to
cause acid rain. Nor are there any emissions of health-threatening mercury
that come from coal-fired power plants. No mountains are leveled, no streams
are polluted, and there are no deaths from black lung disease. Wind does not
disrupt the earth's climate.

The principal cost for wind-generated electricity is the capital outlay for
initial construction. Since wind is a free fuel, the only ongoing cost is

for maintenance. Given the recent volatility of natural gas prices, the
stability of wind power prices is particularly appealing. With the

possibility of even higher costs of natural gas in the future, natural
gas-fired plants may be used increasingly as a backup for wind-generated
electricity.

The energy future belongs to wind. The world energy economy became
progressively more global during the twentieth century as the world turned
to oil. It promises to reverse direction and become more local during the
twenty-first century as the world turns to wind, wind-generated hydrogen,
and solar cells. Wind and wind-generated hydrogen will shape not only the
energy sector of the global economy but the global economy itself.

Sometime back my son called to tell me about a wind farm he had seen while
driving on one of the [nterstates in West Texas. He said you could see the
rows of wind turbines receding toward the horizon and interspersed among the
wind turbines were oil wells, The wind turbines were turning and oil wells

were pumping. The striking thing about this image, he said, was that he was
seeing the future and the past meet. He was looking at the energy

transition. | said if you go back 35 years from now, the wind turbines will

still be turning, but the oil wells will not likely be pumping.

One day, | hope to return to Cape Cod and to see the graceful wind turbines
on the horizon and to join the other tourists who take the boat tour to

learn about a region meeting its energy needs in a safe, clean and
sustainable way. | believe the wind farm will become a beacon of hope to
visitors and a source of pride to the iocal community.

Sincerely,

Lester Brown

President

Earth Policy Institute

1350 Connecticut Ave., NW, Suite 403
Washington, DC 20036
lesterbrown@earth-policy.org
www.earth-policy.org

t: (202) 496-9290

f. (202} 496-9325
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From: Ken McKinley [evilchicken00@hotmail.com]
Sent:  Wednesday, February 16, 2005 2:27 PM
To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Cape Wind

To Whom It May Concern:

Kyle Magida, Timothy Schmidt, and myself, are Harvard undergraduates who recently
performed an analysis of the Cape Wind project for a final class project. We decided to
forward our findings to the Corps of Engineers in the hope they will be some help in
assessing the feasibility of this project. Please see attached.

Kenneth W. McKinley
mckinley@fas.harvard.edu
1993 Harvard Yard Mail Center
Cambridge, MA

02138-7509

(570)-594-5606

Timothy Schmidt
tschmidt@fas.harvard.edu

Kyle Magida
kmagida@fas.harvard.edu

212372005
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2/21/05
Dear Colonel Thomas Koning,

I am writing to you in the hope that you will
reconsider the Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact
Statement. In my opinion that statement is inadequate
for many reasons. I am very concerned about air and
boat navigation safety, impacts to birds and other
wildlife, visual pollution and the associated economic
and tourism impacts to the entire area of Cape Cod and
the Islands. I am most concerned about the very
probable pollution threats from oil on the transformer
substation. I think there needs to be a serious analysis of
alternative sites. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Semg (o ﬁ 4z
Diane Carter

66 Harvard Ave
Brookline, Ma 02446
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John J. Koski

Sandra A. Koski

30 Countryside Drive
Chatham, MA 02633
February 17, 2005

Colonel Thomas Koning, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Road
Concord, MA 01742

Dear Colonel Koning,

We, the under-signed, feel the Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact
Statement is inadequate in many areas. The safety and the environmental hazards we
perceive are ambiguous and biased with regard to air and boat navigation safety, impacts
to birds and other wildlife, pollution threats from oil on the transformer substation, visual
pollution and associated economic and tourism impacts and the analysis of alternative
sites.

We hope you look favorably upon this request from us to completely stop
the construction of this wind turbine project.

Sincerely, :
Jetg N K oz

John J. Koski
Sandra A. Koski
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WALTER W UNGERMANN
PO BOX 183

WEST BARNSTABLE, MA 02668 6
(508) 362-3638

February 17, 2005

Colonel Thomas Koning

US Army Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742

Dear Colonel Koning:

[ would like to bring to your attention that the Cape Wind Draft
Environmental Impact Statement is inadequate in many areas, including: air
and boat navigation safety, impacts to birds and other wildlife, pollution
threats from oil on the transformer substation, visual poltution and
associated economic and tourism impacts, and the analysis of alternative
sites.

We have something beautiful, let’s preserve it.

Thank you very much,

A i@[éﬁ'r A/w,,?/m@m LT

Walter W. Ungermann



Mrs. Anne W. Baker E 830

Box 157 Tel & Fax: 508 775-4028
Hyannis Port, MA 02647 email: awilbaker@mac.com

>>_>>>>_>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>:'>>>>>

Feb, 16, 2005

Colonel Thomas Koning

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Rd.

Concord, MA 01742

Dear Colonel Koning:

I have been following and reading the material from the Corps of Engineers
pertaining to the wind farm in Nantucket Sound. I find the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement is totally inadequate in any number of areas, wildlife, pollution, oil
spill possibilities, and the general visual impact on the aesthetics of a beautiful area.
All of these areas need much greater concern by the Corps and further consultations
with other parts of the municipal, state and federal governments.

Sincerely,

Qo W VB —



3673

10 Surf Street Marblehead MA 01945

Karen Adams, Project Manager, Regulatory Division
696 Virginia Rd. Concord, MA 01742
February 18, 2005

Re: Comments on the Cape Wind Project - DEIS/DEIR
Dear Ms. Adams:

| support the building of 130 large wind turbines on Horseshoe
Shoal.

| am a founder of HealthLink - a grassroots organization created to
protect the neighbors of the Salem Harbor Station of the health effects of
that power plant running as usual. In the volunteer work that | have done
to require this plant to run cleaner, | have learned specifics about the
local and long distance health effects of SO2, NOx, and Hg. As for CO2,
the EPA just released a report that shows the effects of sea rise due to
global warming on Massachusetts.

We must launch a national effort towards new, ciean energy. The
Cape Wind project would demonstrate the power of the wind to the rest of
the country.

The DEIS shows that the environmental changes attributable to the
construction of the turbines will be minor to the point of insignificant. No
major fishery is at hazard. The machines are not a hazard to navigation.
Nor are they a source of pollution.

Massachusetts can be the first in the nation yet again - this time in
leading the nation to avoid pollution and health impacts from coal and oil
plants and also the risk of nuclear power.

Yours truly,

-

4

Y
Lynn Nadeau
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Howard G Freeman
16 Montelair Dr
Worcester MA 01609-1511
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BOARD OF

TOWN OF YARMOUTH SELECTMEN

1146 ROUTE 28  SOUTH YARMOUTH  MASSACHUSETTS 026644492

_ . TOWN
Telephone (508) 398-2231, Ext, 271,270 — TFax (508) 308-2365

ADMINISTRATOR

ATTACHEEST
p o
ORPoRATED Y

Robert € Lawton, Jr.

February 18, 2005

Colonel Thomas L. Koning
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 36 3
New England District

696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742-2751
Dear Colonel Koning:

On behalf of a majority of the Yarmouth Board of Selectmen, the Town of Yarmouth
would like to submit this letter and attachments as our statement of formal opposition to
the Cape Wind Project and to the conclusions drawn by the draft environmental statement
released by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. A majority of the Board of Selectmen does
not believe that the Cape Winds proposed project is in the public interest and allows a
private developer to take control of a large portion of Nantucket Sound which is a public
resource.

In our letters to you dated May 14, 2003, and September 30, 2004, a majority of the Board
of Selectmen raised issues regarding the negative impact on the Town of Yarmouth by the
installation of the wind farm in Nantucket Sound. We also believe that the Cape Cod
Commission, through their review of the DEIS has raised significant and relevant questions
regarding the installation of such a commercial venture in Nantucket Sound, and its effect
on Cape Cod towns.

We appreciate the opportunity to express our views to you and appreciate your taking
those views into account as you make your decision.

Respectfully,
The Yarmouth Board of Selectmen

Robert C.Tawton, Jr.
Town Administrator

Attachments

copy: Board of Selectmen
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May 14, 2003

Honorable James L. Connaughton

Chairman, Council on Environmental Quality
Executive Office of the President
Washington, DC 20006

Colonel Thomas L. Koning
District Engineer

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
New England District

696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742 2751

Gentlemen:

As a member of the Board of Selectmen, Town of Yarmouth, Massachusetts, I am deeply
concerned about the potential impacts of the wind turbine projects proposed by Winergy,
LLC, and Cape Wind Associates. OQur community is dependent on tourism, fishing, and
other activities associated with Nantucket Sound for economic development and quality
of life. These offshore wind turbine projects have the potential of generating tremendous
negative economic, environmental, aesthetic, and other impacts, harming the very
resources upon which the residents of our community rely. The mere fact that so many
projects are emerging as proposals at the same time, not onty here but elsewhere along
the Atlantic coast, points to the need for a baseline environmental review of the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers’ program for such facilities. We are writing to register our
deep concern regarding these proposed projects and to stress the need for a thorough,
comprehensive environmental review before individual proposals are considered.

The Cape Cod Commission, a regional planning and regulatory body created by the
Massachusetts legislature, in coordination with the feadership of each of the individual
towns of Cape Cod, has taken great pains to control development on the Cape and to
protect the region’s natural, coastal, historical, cultural, and other resources. After more
than a decade of concerted effort, the Commission and the towns have been successful in
controlling growth and maintaining the region’s values through careful planning and
rigorous permitting requirements. Yet, our efforts at controlling the fate of Cape Cod are
being substantially undermined by the U.S. Army Corps ad hoc review of these
proposals.
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May 14, 2003

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requires any federal agency to conduct a
programmatic environmental impact statement when initiating a new program that will
generate significant environmental impacts. There can be no doubt that these massive
wind turbine projects fall easily into that category. In addition, NEPA regulations require
the decision-making agency to assess impacts on the environment that result from the
incremental impact of the action when added to other past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable future actions. As a practical matter, a programmatic environmental impact
statement will facilitate the development of a consistent and fair review process that
adequately considers all the potential impacts of the proposed projects and will allow the
Corps to determine which of the projects, if any, are appropriately sited. Clearly, the
absence of a defined source of authority for dealing with these projects is a major source
of the deficiency with the review of offshore wind plants, Nevertheless, the Corps has
elected to process applications for such projects under section 10 of the Rivers and
Harbors Act, and consequently a comprehensive programmatic review must be

" undertaken.

The Town of Yarmouth also believes that the Corps must include our local government in
its review process. Although the Corps has allowed the Commission to participate in its
review of the Cape Wind Project, the agency has not accorded the Commission the role to
which it is entitled. Nor has it allowed the individual towns to participate actively. No
entity will suffer the impacts more acutely than the towns immediately adjacent to these
proposed developmients. Thus, the Corps must recognize the importance of according the
Town and the Commission a more active voice in its review of wind energy projects.

We appreciate the opportunity to share our views with the UJ.S. Army Corps. If you have
any questions, please contact me at 508 398 2231, Ext. 270.

Sincerely,

Robert C. Lawton, Ir.
Town Administrator
For the Board of Selectmen
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Se‘ptember 30, 2004 Robert C. Lawton, jr.

Duplicate original sent to:

Walter Cruikshank

District Engineer _ : gglznelt'rgomas L. Kon:mg
Departmentof the Army Department Of the Army

New England District, Corps of Engineers New England District, Corps of Eng.
696 Virginia Road 696 Virginia Road |

Concord, Ma. 01742-2751 Concord, MA 01742-2751

Dear Mr, Crutkshank:

It has come to the attention of the Town of Yarmouth, that as part of the submission from
Cape Wind for the wind generators in Nantucket Sound, they have not provided an Oil
Spill Fatality Map and/or an Oil Spill Trajectory Map to towns who border Nantucket
Sound. The Town of Yarmouth would like to formally request the creation of and a copy
af such a map for the primary proposed location for the wind generators, as well as the
alternate site, which is closer to the Town of Yarmouth. :

The Town of Yarmouth is very concerned with a possible spill of oil from the
transformer platform and/or the individual wind generator units. Such an oil spill would
* adversely affcct and possibly eliminate many of the shellfish beds along the south shore
of Yarmouth, as well as impact resorts in the Town of Yarmouth located on Nantucket
Sound. We believe that the Town of Yarmouth should be able to analyze the projected
flow of a potential o1 spill, so we might make an informed assessment of the impact on

the Town of Yarmouth and its businesses.

We appreciate your consideration of this request. Our understanding is that other
communities will also be making similar requests, in order for those towns 1o assess the
impact on marine breeding grounds, shellfish beds and beaches, and commercial
enterprises. Please let our office know if we can provide you with any additional
information, or if you would like to discuss our request in more detail.

Respectfuily, . " S '

- -

s ,-j‘,. -
T ey -

Robert C. Lawton, Jr.
Town Administrator

ph

ce: Board of Selectmen
Ms. Herztelder, MEPA
Tim Timmermann, EPA
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Cape Cod Commission
PO Box 226
Barnstable, Ma. 02630

Re: Cape Wind Energy Project JR#20084
Dear Cape Cod Commission Subcommitiee Members:

The Yarmouth Board of Selectmen appreciates the opportunity to comment as part of the
public hearing on February 8, 2005 at which time the subcommittee will receive public
comment on the adequacy of a joint Draft Environmental Impact Statement and
Environmental Impact Report prepared for the proposed Cape Wind Energy Project.

The Board of Selectmen has reviewed the staff report and recommendation and
unanimously supports the conclusions of the staff. The Selectmen believe that the
shortcomings outlined by the staff in the cover letter dated February 1, 2005, highlight
the need for the preparation of a supplemental EIS that should answer the issues raised by
the Cape Cod Commission staff report. February 24, 2005 will be the last date set by the
U.S.Armmy Corps of Engineers to review the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
addressing the proposed Cape Wind Energy project in Nantucket Sound. The Board of
Selectmen unanimously believes we need the additional information and clarification
highlighted by the Cape Cod Commission staff before this project proceeds.

The Board of Selectmen appreciates the thorough job that was done by the Cape Cod
Commussion staff which has raised very important issues which the Yarmouth Board of
Selectmen feels must be dealt with before the project continues.

Respectfully,

)ff‘*‘t?r& /}"fb" ///

E Suzz!rfne McAuliffe, Chaifman
Board of Selectmen

\.

for

The Yarmouth Board of Selectmen .

Id
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Sidney T. Kimber Feb 15, 2005
115 Grove St

Cotuit MA 02635

508-420-9758

SidKimber(@yahoo.com

Dear Sirs,

1 oppose the changing of Nantucket Sound from a lovely open recreational area to a
manufacturing plant. T will not restate the reasons for not sighting the facility in the
Sound that have been stated over and over agam by others, but T believe they are correct.

What I see happening to Nantucket Sound is the creation a commercial manufacturing
plant on public owned land. As an engineer, I have never seen a manufacturing facility
where free access was allowed to the general public. This manufacturing plant will have
stored a large quantity of an oil pollutant. We are all aware that open access would allow
a terrorist to tie or drive a boat to the central facility and blow a leg. It was easily done to
the USS Cole! The sound, which is public land, will thus have to be closed to the public
when we are under any form of a terronist alert or even if the owners states a fear. |
support the use of alternative energy but please no manufacturing plant in Nantucket

Sound.
oy T

Sidney T. Kimber
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From: Matt Palmer [mpalmer@cleanpowernow.org]
Sent:  Tuesday, February 22, 2005 4:09 PM

To: Adams, Karen K NAE

Cc: Anne Canady; Phil Dascombe

Subject: Clean Power Now Comments on Cape Wind DEIS

Dear Ms Adams:

Please find attached Clean Power Now's comments on the Cape Wind DEIS.

Thank you,
Matt Palmer

Matthew A. Palmer, PE
Executive Director

Clean Power Now
mpalmer{@cleanpowernow.org
Office: (508) 775-7796

Fax: (508) 775-7782

Cell: (508) 685-2406
www.cleanpowernow.org

2/22/2005

36 ?7
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Charles Cummings
William Eddy
Richard Elrick
Charles Klegkamp

Richard Lawrence

James Liedell
Spyro Mitrokostas
February 21, 2005 Pgrer Schlesinger
Christopher Stimpson
Thomas Wineman
Ms. Karen Kirk Adams South Coast
Cape Wind Energy Project EIS Project Manager Inge Perreault
Corps of Engineers, New England District CPN Boston
... Marlon Banta
696 Virginia Road Gabriel Shapiro
Concord, MA 01742-2751 Martha’s Vineyard
Robert Skydel!
Ted DeBettencourt
Nantucket
Re:  Final Comments on the Cape Wind Project Draft EIS Carl K. Borchert

Cape Wind Project File no. NAE-2004-338-1 N
Executive Director

Matthew Palmer

Dear Ms, Adams:

The following comments are offered as suggestions to strengthen the Final EIS for the benefit of
public understanding of the Cape Wind project.

1. Bird Impact Studies Related to Offshore Wind Projects

We suggest that you include a synopsis of conclusions of recent offshore bird impact studies
with references to the studies themselves. For example, the “Visual and Radar Observations of
Birds in Relation to Collision Risk at the Horns Rev Offshore Windfarm, Annual Status Report,
2003,” shows that this year’s study shows birds, by in large, fly around the turbines. A total of 16
dead birds were found and recorded in a 16 month period, all songbirds, primarily starlings.
References are indicated in the endnotes.’

2. Estimated Health Benefit to Wildlife

In addition to the health benefits to humans already addressed in the DEIS, we suggest that you
add a section on the estimated health benefits to wildlife. For example, statistical estimates of
potential reduction in bird and shellfish harm due to oil spillage from barges and tankers
delivering fuel oil to electrical generation plants that pass through the Cape Cod Canal or in
waters off Massachusetts should be considered. In addition, the externalities of coal mining
impact on habitat in other areas of the U.S. are another area of concern that should be addressed.

3. Estimated impact on which fossil plants may be backed off
We realize that the most productive electrical generation area in the Commonwealth is identified
by ISO New England as “Southeast Massachusetts,” or SEMA. New England states and

www.cleanpowernow.org Clean Power Now
E-mail: windfarm@cleanpowernow.org 297 North Street
Phone: (508) 775-7796 Suite 322A

Fax: {508) 775-7782 Hyannis, MA 02601
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Massachusetts itself are divided into “Locational Marginal Pricing” districts by ISO NE as
related to grid transmission capabilities, each with different pricing structures. In SEMA we
have two of the largest plants in the Commonwealth, i.e., Canal and Brayton Point. SEMA is
also an area of “locked in” generation due to limitations on transmission interconnections to the
grid system". Therefore we ask that the Corps evaluate the probable extent (on a monthly basis)
of back-off of the major SEMA plants when the wind farm comes on line. Note that the Pilgrim
nuclear plant and the trash conversion plant, SEMass, will not be backed off as they are on a
“must run” status. This estimated backoff impact will allow better estimates of oil and gas
reductions and related fuel cost implications, importation of oil, as well as anticipated health
benefits.

4. Update the Le Capra Study

The Le Capra study referenced in the DEIS was completed in 2002™. This report drew on
forecast in the Energy Information Administration’s (EIA) “Annual Energy Outlook 2002~
(developed in late 2001) regarding the future cost of natural gas among other fuels. The resuit
was an estimated yearly reduction of cost of wholesale electricity in New England was some $25
million with $10 million in Massachusetts. The EIA estimate for the cost of gas in this report for
2005 was $3.40 per mmBTU. Due to totally unforeseen world events, the current cost of natural
gas now ranges from $6 to $8 per mmBTU depending on season. Since about 60% of the cost of
electricity generation is dictated by fuel costs, it is evident that the conclusions of this report are
substantially out-of-date. Therefore, we ask that the Final EIS utilize an updated La Capra study.

5. Impact of Carbon Dioxide Offset

The DEIS indicates some 1 million tons of carbon dioxide will be offset by the introduction of
the wind energy from this project. We suggest that the Final EIS put this in perspective with
respect to other CO2 sequestration efforts by the energy industry. For example, we ask that you
compare the definitive wind farm offset to the only economically viable way of trapping CO2
that would otherwise be released into the atmosphere. And that is through its removal from
freshly produced natural gas and injection back into depleted production fields. The only two
projects in the world that do this are by Statoil who sequestering one million tons" a year in the
Norwegian North Sea and with BP in Algeria’. And at that, the long term risk of leaking out are
yet undetermined. Another perspective is to state that the yearly CO2 output of the Canal Plant is
5 million tons a year". And currently there is no viable way to sequester this raw CO2
production on a local basis. Indeed, the wind farm represents the single biggest project in the
United States to offset carbon dioxide.

6. Impact on Sulfur Dioxide and Nitrogen Oxides Offset

The DEIS reveals the yearly offset reduction of sulfur dioxide and nitrogen oxides. Again to put
this in perspective, it would be useful to estimate the comparative capital cost of fossil plant
emission control equipment and yearly operation and/or the cost of low sulfur fossil fuels to
achieve the same reductions.

7. Impact on Tourism

The Final EIS should augment its discussion on the impact on tourism by citing the experience of
currently operating offshore wind farms in Europe which are: Horns Rev, Nystead, Tune Knob,
and Middelgrunden in Denmark; Arklow Bank 1 in Ireland; Utgrunden in Sweden; and North



Hoyle and Scroby Sands in England. Even land based windfarm tourism impact should be
referenced since the turbines are directly approachable. Such examples are Palm Springs,
California (two tour buses a day); Searsburg, Vermont; and the North Cape windfarm on Prince
Edward Island. It is of interest to note that the North Cape Wind Farm on PEI draws 60,000
visitors a year and with the development of a new wind interpretive center, the goal is to attract
100,000 visitors annually. In fact the neighbors of the North Cape Wind Farm oppose a new
wind project on the eastern side of PEI for fear it will siphon tourists away from their part of the

vii

island™.

8. Net Annual Monetary Impact

We ask that the final EIS summarize all of the quantitative monetary evaluations into a single
totaled net annual amount. These items should include the best estimates of user electricity price
savings; health impact savings (including premature deaths avoided); balance of payments
savings (relating to fuel offset from oil and natural gas fueled generating plants); additional high-
paying, year-round jobs for Cape and Islands resident, increased tourism estimates, financial
consideration payments to towns like Harwich. Quantifiable disadvantages should be deducted
from the benefits, to arrive at the net amount. Furthermore, we ask that you extrapolate these
findings for 10 year and 20 year cumulative projections based on the potential of fixed price
energy contracts offered by Cape Wind in the face of ever increasing fossil fuel costs for
conventional power plants. In addition, we ask that you forecast the impact on the Cape,
regional, and national economy due to turbine manufacturing and fabrication with construction
jobs required during the installation period.

The Directors of Clean Power Now urge you to include the above topics in the Final EIS as this
will clarify these issues for the public.

Sincerely, for the Directors of Clean Power Now,

Matthew A. Palmer, P.E.
Executive Director
Clean Power Now

CC: Ms Anne Canaday, MEPA
Mr. Phil Dascombe, Cape Cod Commission

End notes follow on next page:
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" A. “Visual and Radar Observations of Birds in Relation to Collision Risk at the Horns Rev Offshore Windfarm, Annual Status
Report, 2003,” by Christensen, Hounisen, Clausager, & Petersen, from the Ministry of the Environment, DK-4000, Denmark.
48p. This year’s study shows birds, by in large, fly around the turbines. A total of 16 dead birds were found and recorded ina 16
month period, all songbirds, primarily starlings.

B. “Investigations of Birds During Construction and Operation of Nystead Offshore Wind Farm at Rodsand, Annual Status
Report 2003,” by Petersen, Fox, Desholm, and Clausager, from the Ministry of the Environment, DK-4000, Denmark, 82p.

C. “Bird Numbers and Distribution in the Horns Rev Offshore Windfarm, Annual Status Report 2003, by Petersen, Clausager,
& Christensen, from the Ministry of the Environment, DK-4000, Denmark. 36p.

D. “Elsam. Offshore Wind Farm. Horns Rev, Annual Status Report for the Environmental Monitoring Programme,” 1 January
2002 - 31 December 2002, 58p.

i “Report Questions Power Line Limits,” John Leaning, Cape Cod Times, November 8, 2003.
ii

“The Cape Wind Project: Impact on New England Electricity Market Prices,” February 2002 Analysis

v«

Coping with Climate Change - the debate,” The Geological Society, BP and Climate Change, Mr. Greg Coleman, Vice
President BP, March 26, 2003

¥ From Datamonitor, Comment Wire 2/13/03, “Carbon sequestration: a new road to Kyoto,”
hitp//www.commentwire.com/commwire_story.asp?commentwire_ID=6182

¥ Canal Plant data from: “Emission Control Plan, W 025308,” Table 1, December 2001, submitted to the
Massachusetts DEP.

¥i “Racing for the Wind on PEL” by Nancy Russell, Northem Sky News, February, 2005, p. 7.



From: Capt. Karl H. Riddar
88 Lakewood Dr
Harwich, MA. 02645

To: Karen Kirk Adams
Cape Wind Energy Project EIS Project Manager
Corps of Engineers, New England District
696 Virginia Road
Concord, MA 01742-2751

Re:  Proposed WTG Placement
Reference file no. NAE-204-338-1

Ms Karen Adams,

My name is Karl Riddar and I am a licensed captain for the Woods Hole, Martha’s
Vineyard, and Nantucket, Steamship Authority. I command Steamship Authority vessels
between the ports of Hyannis and Nantucket MA.

Section 3.2.1 of the ESS Group Navigational Risk Assessment study (August 18,
2003) Does not convey an accurate assessment of our normal operational area with
regard to proximity of WTG’s. I have submitted two previous letters addressing my
concerns, (and have spoken at the open forum meeting in Barnstable) in the hope that the
Army Corps of Engincers will recognize the hazards to navigation presented by
placement of WTG’s within areas normally used by SSA vessels in the course of
navigating to and from Nantucket. I refer specifically to the fourteen towers located on
the northeastern boundary of the project. Please refer to “Figure 4-1” of the ESS study to
view the WTG’s in question (please note that the waters in this area easily accommeodate
vessels with a draft of 10ft — 111t, which is the routine draft of all SSA vessels) Please
also refer to “Figure 3-9” and examine “course 4” of that document. It was originally
intended to outline the course of the “FIGAWI” race, but it also gives a fairly close
representation of the route used routinely (by myself personally) when navigating in
winds and seas with a northeasterly element. It becomes clear that SSA vessels ability to
navigate (in a manner currently in common practice) will be severely diminished. Your
consideration in this matter would be greatly appreciated.

Respectfully,

KRR~

Capt. Karl H. Riddar
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Comment Sheet
On Draft Environmental Impact Statement (ELS)

For the proposal for an Offshore Wind P ro;ect
In Nantucket Sound _ 3 e 3 ?
Name: \ﬁhl/l 14 -jgﬂkﬁfl <

'.Address: 3J0f64/£6a If /’/M/
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Please fold this questionnaire in kalf, affix two stickers or pieces of tapé,
" and mail it to the address listed on the other side.



Adams, Karen K NAE

From: SMCCONAGHY@PNUCOR.COM

Sent: Wednesday, February 16, 2005 4:54 PM

To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Ensure 'Cape Wind' Project Is Safe for Wildlife

Colonel Thomas Koning

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742-2751

Dear Colonel Koning,

Before you approve cr deny a permit to erect 130 turbines in
Nantucket Sound, piease require the developer to conduct the
thorough studies recommended by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and the Massachusetts Division of Fisheries and
Wildiife.

Specifically, the environmental review of this project should
include:

- Three full years of visual observations of birds

- 12 months of radar observations of flying wildlife

- A thorough and timely review of the project's potential effect
on wildlife, inciuding marine mammals

These factors will help determine whether the Cape Wind project
is in the best interests of both the public and wildlife.

As it is written, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers' draft
environmental impact statement is hopelessly flawed, because it
ignores relevant information and draws conclusions based on
inadequate research.

This project could be the first marine wind energy facility in
the United States. As such, it will set a precedent for other
offshore renewable energy projects.

Please require a rigorous, scientific review of its
environmental effects. Clean air and healthy wildlife
populations are not mutually exclusive. We need both,

Sincerely,

STACY MCCONAGHY
2433 SWEETBRIAR LANE
ROCK HILL, South Carolina 29732




Adams, Karen K NAE

From: actress873@aol.com

Sent: Wednesday, February 16, 2005 5:07 PM

To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Ensure 'Cape Wind' Project Is Safe for Wildlife

Colonel Themas Koning

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742-2751

Dear Colonel Koning,

Before you approve or deny a permit to erect 130 turbines in
Nantucket Sound, please require the developer to conduct the
thorough studies recommended by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and the Massachusetts Division of Fisheries and
Wildlife.

Specifically, the environmental review of this project should
inciude:

- Three full years of visual observations of birds

- 12 months of radar observations of flying wildlife

- A thorough and timely review of the project's potential effect
on wildlife, including marine mammals

These factors will help determine whether the Cape Wind project
is in the best interests of both the public and wildlife.

As it is written, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers' draft
environmental impact statement is hopelessly flawed, because it
ignores relevant information and draws conclusions based on
inadequate research,

This project could be the first marine wind energy facility in
the United States. As such, it will set a precedent for other
offshore renewable energy projects.

Please require a rigorous, scientific review of its
environmental effects. Clean air and healthy wildiife
populations are not mutually exclusive. We need both.

Sincerely,

Lindsay Holeman
1021 Dulaney Valley Road
Towson, Maryland 21204

384)
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From: fayer?1@yahoo.com

Sent: Wednesday, February 16, 2005 6:49 PM

To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Ensure 'Cape Wind' Project Is Safe for Wildlife

Colonel Thomas Koning

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742-2751

Dear Colone! Koning,

Before you approve or deny a permit to erect 130 turbines in
Nantucket Sound, please require the developer to conduct the
thorough studies recommended by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and the Massachusetts Division of Fisheries and
Wildlife.

Specifically, the environmental review of this project should
include:

- Three full years of visual observations of birds

- 12 months of radar observations of flying wildlife

- A thorough and timely review of the project's potential effect
on wildlife, including marine mammals

These factors will help determine whether the Cape Wind project
is in the best interests of both the public and wildlife.

As it is written, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers' draft
environmental impact statement is hopelessly flawed, because it
ignores relevant information and draws conclusions based on
inadequate research.

This project could be the first marine wind energy facility in
the United States. As such, it will set a precedent for other
offshore renewable energy projects.

Please require a rigorous, scientific review of its
environmental effects. Clean air and healthy wildlife
populations are not mutually exclusive. We need both.

Sincerely,

faye reinstein
1133 n dearborn st. #1705
chicago, {llinois 60610



Adams, Karen K NAE
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From: Ikkink4 31@acl.com

Sent: Wednesday, February 18, 2005 8:23 PM

To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Ensure 'Cape Wind' Project |s Safe for Wildlife

Colonel Thomas Koning

U.S. Army Corps of Engingers
696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742-2751

Dear Colonel Koning,

Before you approve or deny a permit to erect 130 turbines in
Nantucket Sound, please require the developer to conduct the
tharough studies recommended by the U.8. Fish and Wildlife
Service and the Massachusetts Division of Fisheries and
Wildlife.

Specifically, the environmental review of this project should
include:

- Three full years of visual observations of hirds

- 12 months of radar observations of flying wildlife

- A thorough and timely review of the project's potential effect
on wildlife, including marine mammals

These factors will help determine whether the Cape Wind project
is in the best interests of both the public and wildiife.

As it is written, the U.8. Army Corps of Engineers' draft
environmental impact statement is hopelessly flawed, because it
ignores relevant information and draws conclusions based on
inadequate research,

This project could be the first marine wind energy facility in
the United States. As such, it will set a precedent for other
offshore renewable energy projects.

Please require a rigorous, scientific review of its
environmental effects. Clean air and healthy wildlife
populations are not mutually exclusive. We need both.

Sincerely,

Nikki Kruse
9315 Gardenia Bend
Garden Ridge, Texas 78266



Adams, Karen K NAE 3 ‘ !

From: elsaproduction@yahoo.fr

Sent: Thursday, February 17, 2005 12:40 AM

To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Ensure 'Cape Wind' Project Is Safe for Wildlife

Colonel Thomas Koning

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742-2751

Dear Colonel Kening,

Before you approve or deny a permit to erect 130 turbines in
Nantucket Sound, please require the developer to conduct the
thorough studies recommended by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and the Massachusetts Division of Fisheries and
Wildlife.

Specifically, the environmental review of this project should
include:

- Three full years of visual observations of birds

- 12 months of radar observations of flying wildlife

- A thorough and timely review of the project's potential effect
on wildlife, including marine mammals

These factors will help determine whether the Cape Wind project
is in the best interests of both the public and wildlife.

As it is written, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers’ draft
environmental impact statement is hopelessly flawed, because it
ignores relevant information and draws conclusions based on
inadequate research.

This project could be the first marine wind energy facility in
the United States. As such, it will set a precedent for other
offshore renewable energy projects.

Please require a rigorous, scientific review of its
environmental effects. Clean air and healthy wildlife
populations are not mutually exclusive. We need both.

Sincerely,

nathalie le magueresse
1085 willoughby ave
brooklyn

new-york, New York 11221
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From: socodanar@verizon.net

Sent: Thursday, February 17, 2005 12:54 PM

To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Ensure 'Cape Wind' Project |s Safe for Wildlife

Colonel Thomas Koning

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742-2751

Dear Colonel Kening,

Before you approve or deny a permit to erect 130 turbines in
Nantucket Sound, please require the developer to conduct the
thorough studies recommended by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and the Massachusetts Division of Fisheries and
Wildlife.

Specifically, the environmental review of this project should
include:

- Three full years of visual ocbservations of birds

- 12 menths of radar observations of flying wildlife

- A thorough and timely review of the project's potential effect
on wildlife, including marine mammals

These factors will help determine whether the Cape Wind project
is in the best interests of both the public and wildlife.

As it is written, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers’ draft
environmental impact statement is hopelessly fiawed, because it
ignores relevant information and draws conclusions based on
inadequate research.

This project could be the first marine wind energy facility in
the United States. As such, it will set a precedent for other
offshore renewable energy projects.

Please require a rigorous, scientific review of its
environmental effects. Clean air and healthy wildlife
populations are not mutually exclusive. We need both.

Sincerely,

Dana Richards
34 Warren Trail
Denville, New Jersey 07834-1032
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From: laurram@cox.net

Sent: Thursday, February 17, 2005 8:33 PM

To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Ensure 'Cape Wind' Project Is Safe for Wildlife

Colonel Thomas Koning

U.8. Army Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742-2751

Dear Colonel Koning,

Before you approve or deny a permit to erect 130 turbines in
Nantucket Sound, please require the developer to conduct the
thorough studies recommended by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and the Massachusetts Division of Fisheries and
Wildlife.

Specifically, the environmental review of this project should
include:

- Three full years of visual observations of birds - 12 months
of radar cbservations of flying wildlife - A thorough and timely
review of the project's potential effect on wildlife, including
marine mammals

These factors will help determine whether the Cape Wind project
is in the best interests of both the public and wildlife.

As it is written, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers' draft
environmental impact statement is hopelessly flawed, because it
ignores relevant information and draws conclusions based on
inadequate research.

This project could be the first marine wind energy facility in
the United States. As such, it will set a precedent for other
offshore renewable energy projects,

Please require a rigorous, scientific review of its
environmental effects. Clean air and healthy wildlife
populations are not mutually exclusive. We need both.

Stop, stop, stop already!!! Don't you think that humans have

done enough to screw up everything that they touch? Self-serving
greed reigns as king. It's time for you to step up to the plate

and start protecting the creatures who suffer at the hand of
mankind.

Sincerely,

Laurra Maddock
29352 Las Cruces
Laguna Niguel, California 92677
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From: pngreene@earthlink.net

Sent: Thursday, February 17, 2005 9:07 PM

To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Ensure 'Cape Wind' Project 1s Safe for Wildiife

Colonel Thomas Koning

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
£96 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742-2751

Dear Colonel Koning,

Before you approve or deny a permit to erect 130 turbines in
Nantucket Sound, please require the developer to conduct the
thorough studies recommended by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and the Massachusetts Division of Fisheries and
Wildlife.

Specifically, the environmental review of this project shouid
include:

- Three full years of visual observations of birds

- 12 months of radar observations of flying wildlife

- A thorough and timely review of the project's potential effect
on wildlife, including marine mammals

These factors will help determine whether the Cape Wind project
is in the best interests of both the public and wildlife.

As it is written, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers' draft
environmental impact statement is hopelessly flawed, because it
ignores relevant information and draws conclusions based on
inadequate research.

This project could be the first marine wind energy facility in
the United States. As such, it will set a precedent for other
offshore renewable energy projects.

Please require a rigorous, scientific review of its
environmental effects. Clean air and healthy wildlife
populations are not mutually exclusive. We need both.

Sincerely,

pat greene
3100 main st suite 13
dallas, Texas 75226
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From: katyblue@davis.com

Sent: Thursday, February 17, 2005 2:09 PM

To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Ensure 'Cape Wind' Project Is Safe for Wildlife

Colonel Thomas Koning

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742-2751

Dear Colongl Koning,

Before you approve or deny a permit to erect 130 turbines in
Nantucket Sound, please require the developer to conduct the
thorough studies recommended by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and the Massachusetts Division of Fisheries and
wildlife,

Specifically, the environmental review of this project should
include:

- Three full years of visual observations of birds

- 12 months of radar observations of flying wildlife

- A thorough and timely review of the project's potential effect
on wildlife, including marine mammals

These factors will help determine whether the Cape Wind project
is in the best interests of both the public and wildlife.

As it is written, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers' draft
environmental impact statement is hopelessly flawed, because it
ignores relevant information and draws conclusions based on
inadequate research.

This project could be the first marine wind energy facility in
the United States. As such, it will set a precedent for other
offshore renewable energy projects.

Please require a rigorous, scientific review of its
environmental effects. Clean air and healthy wildlife
populations are not mutually exclusive. We need both.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Ramsey
1626 Colusa Ave.
Davis, California 95616
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From: keooper951@aol.com

Sent: Thursday, February 17, 2005 10:06 PM

To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Ensure 'Cape Wind' Project Is Safe for Wildlife

Colonel Thomas Koning

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742-2751

Dear Colonel Koning,

Before you approve or deny a permit to erect 130 turbines in
Nantucket Sound, please require the developer to conduct the
thorough studies recommended by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and the Massachusetts Division of Fisheries and
Wildlife.

Specifically, the environmental review of this project should
include:

- Three full years of visual cbservations of birds - 12 months
of radar observations of fiying wildlife - A thorough and timely
review of the project's potential effect on wildlife, including
marine mammals

These factors will help determine whether the Cape Wind project
is in the best interests of both the public and wildlife.

As it is written, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers' draft
environmental impact statement is hopelessiy flawed, because it
ighores relevant information and draws conclusions based on
inadequate research.

This project could be the first marine wind energy facility in
the United States. As such, it will set a precedent for other
offshore renewable energy projects.

Please require a rigorous, scientific review of its
environmental effects. Clean air and healthy wildlife
populations are not mutually exclusive. We need both.

| strongly support the use of windmills in the open ocean as a
source of energy only if it does not trmendously effect the
wildlife.

One suggest is to have the base of the windwill designed in such
a fashion as to create a reef or marine habitat that may be
beneficial to fish.

Thank.
Ken Cooper

Sincerely,



Ken Cooper
849 Park Place
Ocean City, New Jersey 08226

3849
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From: nibeeman@hotmail.com

Sent: Thursday, February 17, 2005 10:10 PM

To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Ensure 'Cape Wind' Project Is Safe for Wildlife

Colonel Thomas Koning

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742-2751

Dear Colonel Koning,

Before you approve or deny a permit to erect 130 turbines in
Nantucket Sound, please require the developer to conduct the
thorough studies recommended by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and the Massachusetts Division of Fisheries and
Wildlife.

Specifically, the environmental review of this project should
include:

- Three full years of visua! observations of birds

- 12 months of radar observations of flying wildlife

- A thorough and timely review of the project's potential effect
on wildlife, including marine mammals

These factors will help determine whether the Cape Wind project
is in the best interests of both the public and wildlife.

As it is written, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers' draft
environmental impact statement is hopelessly flawed, because it
ignores relevant information and draws conclusions based on
inadequate research.

This project could be the first marine wind energy facility in
the United States. As such, it will set a precedent for other
offshore renewable energy projects.

Please require a rigorous, scientific review of its
environmental effects. Clean air and healthy wildlife
populations are not mutually exclusive. We need both.

Sincerely,

ncra Beeman
po box 1142
Melville, New York 11747
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From: LINDGRKL@aol.com

Sent: Thursday, February 17, 2005 10:21 PM

To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Ensure 'Cape Wind' Project Is Safe for Wildlife

Colonel Thomas Koning

U.8. Army Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742-2751

Dear Colonel Koning,

Before you approve or deny a permit to erect 130 turbines in
Nantucket Sound, please require the developer to conduct the
thorough studies recommended by the U.S. Fish and Wiidlife
Service and the Massachusetts Division of Fisheries and
Wildlife.

Specifically, the environmental review of this project should
inciude:

- Three full years of visual cbservations of birds

- 12 months of radar observations of flying wildlife

- A thorough and timely review of the project's potential effect
on wildlife, including marine mammals

These factors will help determine whether the Cape Wind project
is in the best interests of both the public and wildlife.

As it is written, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers' draft
environmental impact statement is hopelessly flawed, because it
ignores relevant information and draws conclusions based on
inadequate research.

This project could be the first marine wind energy facility in
the United States. As such, it will set a precedent for other
offshore renewable energy projects.

Please require a rigorous, scientific review of its
environmental effects. Clean air and healthy wildlife
populations are not mutually exclusive. We need both.

Sincerely,

kristie lindgren
1423 brentwood
round lake beach, lllinois 60073
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From: tiggluvi@comcast.net

Sent: Thursday, February 17, 2005 11:42 PM

To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Ensure 'Cape Wind' Project Is Safe for Wildlife

Colonel Thomas Koning

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742-2751

Dear Colonel Koning,

Before you approve or deny a permit to erect 130 turbines in
Nantucket Sound, piease require the developer to conduct the
thorough studies recommended by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and the Massachusetts Division of Fisheries and
Wildlife.

Specifically, the environmental review of this project should
include:

- Three full years of visual observations of birds

- 12 months of radar observations of flying wildlife

- A thorough and timely review of the project's potential effect
on wildlife, including marine mammals

These factors will help determine whether the Cape Wind project
is in the best interests of both the public and wildlife.

As it is written, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers' draft
environmental impact statement is hopelessly flawed, because it
ignores relevant information and draws conclusions based on
inadequate research.

This project could be the first marine wind energy facility in
the United States. As such, it will set a precedent for other
offshore renewable energy projects.

Please require a rigorous, scientific review of its
environmental effects, Clean air and healthy wildlife
populations are not mutually exciusive. We need both.

Sincerely,

Melissa Miller
7448 Sycamore Ct #3SE
Orland Park, lllinois 60462
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From: DELUCALM@TUHS. Temple.ed

Sent: Friday, February 18, 2005 12:29 AM

To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Ensure 'Cape Wind' Project Is Safe for Wildlife

Colonel Thomas Koning

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Read

Concord, MA 01742-2751

Dear Colonel Koning,

Before you approve or deny a permit to erect 130 turbines in
Nantucket Sound, please require the developer to conduct the
thorough studies recommended by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and the Massachusetts Division of Fisheries and
Wildlife.

Specifically, the environmental review of this project should
include:

- Three full years of visual observations of birds

- 12 months of radar observations of flying wildlife

- A thorough and timely review of the project's potential effect
on wildlife, including marine mammals

These factors will help determine whether the Cape Wind project
is in the best interests of both the public and wildiife.

As it is written, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers' draft
environmental impact statement is hopelessly flawed, because it
ighores relevant information and draws conclusions based on
inadequate research.

This project could be the first marine wind energy facility in
the United States. As such, it will set a precedent for other
offshore renewable anergy projects.

Please require a rigorous, scientific review of its
environmental effects. Clean air and healthy wildlife
populations are not mutually exclusive. We need both.

Sincerely,

Leoncra De Luca
837 S.Cedar Road
Rockledge, Pennsylvania 19046

—
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From: iinxandme@joimail.com

Sent: Friday, February 18, 2005 2:57 AM

To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Ensure 'Cape Wind' Project Is Safe for Wildlife

Colonel Thomas Koning

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742-2751

Dear Colonel Kening,

Before you approve or deny a permit to erect 130 turbines in
Nantucket Sound, please require the developer to conduct the
thorough studies recommended by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and the Massachusetts Division of Fisheries and
Wildlife.

Specifically, the environmental review of this project should
inciude:

- Three full years of visual observations of birds - 12 months
of radar observations of flying wildlife - A thorough and timely
review of the project's potential effect on wildlife, including
marine mammals

These factors will help determine whether the Cape Wind project
is in the best interests of both the public and wildlife.

As it is written, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers’ draft
environmental impact statement is hopelessly flawed, because it
ignores relevant information and draws conclusions based on
inadequate research.

! am entirely in favor of wind energy production at any viable
site. But please insure that three year actual observations by
sight and by radar are conducted to see that undue harm is not
done to wildlife at the sites of the proposed wind powered
generatirs. It would seem that guards could easily be designed
to protect flying birds from contacting the windmill blades with
minimal adverse impact on power generation.

This project could be the first marine wind energy facility in
the United States. As such, it will set a precedent for other
offshore renewable energy projects.

Please require a rigorous, scientific review of its
environmental effects. Clean air and healthy wildlife
populations are not mutually exclusive. We need both.

Sincerely,

Lamar Pittman
2011 West 84th Place
Los Angeles, California 90047-2904
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From: ibizagirl_en_pravdahbs@hotamil.com

Sent: Friday, February 18, 2005 5:22 AM

To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Ensure 'Cape Wind' Project Is Safe for Wildlife

Colonel Thomas Koning

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742-2751

Dear Colonel Koning,

Before you approve or deny a perniit to erect 130 turbines in
Nantucket Sound, please require the developer to conduct the
thorough studies recommended by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and the Massachusetts Division of Fisheries and
Wildlife.

Specifically, the environmental review of this project should
include:

- Three full years of visual observations of birds

- 12 months of radar observations of flying wildlife

- A thorough and timely review of the project's potential effect
on wildlife, including marine mammals

These factors will help determine whether the Cape Wind project
is in the best interests of both the public and wildlife.

As it is written, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers’ draft
environmental impact statement is hopelessly flawed, because it
ignores relevant information and draws conclusions based on
inadequate research.

This project could be the first marine wind energy facility in
the United States. As such, it will set a precedent for other
offshore renewable energy projects.

Please require a rigorous, scientific review of its
environmental effects. Clean air and healthy wildlife
populations are not mutually exclusive. We need both.

Sincerely,

Maria Bescos
931, Mass Av
Cambridge, Massachusetts 02139
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From: tditd@msn.com

Sent: Friday, February 18, 2005 8:29 AM

To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Ensure 'Cape Wind' Project ls Safe for Wildlife

Colonel Thomas Koning

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742-2751

Dear Colonel Koning,

Before you approve or deny a permit to erect 130 turbines in
Nantucket Sound, please require the developer to conduct the
thorough studies recommended by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and the Massachusetts Division of Fisheries and
Wildlife.

Specifically, the environmental review of this project should
include:;

~ Three full years of visua! observations of birds

- 12 months of radar observations of flying wildlife

- A thorough and timely review of the project's potential effect
on wildlife, including marine mammals

These factors will help determine whether the Cape Wind project
is in the best interests of both the public and wildlife.

As it is written, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers' draft
environmental impact statement is hopelessly flawed, because it
ignores relevant information and draws conclusions based on
inadequate research.

This project could be the first marine wind energy facility in
the United States. As such, it will set a precedent for other
offshore renewable energy projects.

Please require a rigorous, scientific review of its
environmental effects. Clean air and healthy wildlife
populations are not mutually exclusive. We need both,

Sincerely,

Tara Schwenker
80 Crescent Ave
Waldwick, New Jersey 07463
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Sent: Friday, February 18, 2005 10:03 AM

To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Ensure 'Cape Wind' Project Is Safe for Wildlife

Colonel Thomas Koning

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742-2751

Dear Colonel Koning,

Before you approve or deny a permit to erect 130 turbines in
Nantucket Sound, please require the developer to conduct the
thorough studies recommended by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and the Massachusetts Division of Fisheries and
Wildlife.

Specifically, the environmental review of this project should
include:

- Three full years of visual observations of birds

- 12 months of radar observations of flying wildlife

- A thorough and timely review of the project's potential effect
on wildlife, including marine mammals

These factors will help determine whether the Cape Wind project
is in the best interests of both the public and wildlife.

As it is written, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers' draft
environmental impact statement is hopelessly flawed, because it
ignores relevant information and draws conclusions hased on
inadequate research.

This project could be the first marine wind energy facility in
the United States. As such, it will set a precedent for other
offshore renewable energy projects.

Please require a rigorous, scientific review of it
environmental effects. Clean air and healthy wildlife
populations are not mutually exclusive. We need both.

Sincerely,

Melissa Allen

7910 Camino Real
N-408

Miami, Florida 33143
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From: t_kinnamon@hotmail.com

Sent: Friday, February 18, 2005 10:12 AM

To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Ensure 'Cape Wind' Project |s Safe for Wildlife

Colonel Thomas Kening

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742-2751

Dear Colonel Kening,

Before you approve or deny a permit to erect 130 turbines in
Nantucket Sound, please require the developer to conduct the
thorough studies recommended by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and the Massachusetts Division of Fisheries and
Wildlife.

Specifically, the environmental review of this project should
include:

- Three full years of visual observations of birds

- 12 months of radar observations of flying wildlife

- A thorough and timely review of the project’s potential effect
on wildlife, including marine mammals

These factors will help determine whether the Cape Wind project
is in the best interests of both the public and wildlife.

As it is written, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers’ draft
environmental impact statement is hopelessly flawed, because it
ignores relevant information and draws conclusions based on
inadequate research.

This project could be the first marine wind energy facility in
the United States. As such, it will set a precedent for other
offshore renewable energy projects.

Please require a rigorous, scientific review of its
environmental effects. Clean air and healthy wildlife
populations are not mutually exclusive. We need both.

Sincerely,

Traci Kinnamon
205 Benton Drive
Apt 6204

Allen, Texas 75013
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From: grobertson@jakebrake.com

Sent: Friday, February 18, 2005 10:32 AM

To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Ensure 'Cape Wind' Project |s Safe for Wildlife

Colonel Thomas Koning

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742-2751

Dear Colonel Koning,

Before you approve or deny a permit to erect 130 turbines in
Nantucket Sound, please require the developer to conduct the
thorough studies recommended by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and the Massachusetts Division of Fisheries and
Wildlife.

Specifically, the environmental review of this project should
include:

- Three full years of visual observations of birds

- 12 months of radar observations of flying wildlife

- A thorough and timely review of the project's potential effect
on wildlife, including marine mammals

These factors will help determine whether the Cape Wind project
is in the best interests of both the public and wildlife.

As it is written, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers’ draft
environmental impact statement is hopelessly flawed, because it
ignores relevant information and draws conclusions based on
inadequate research.

This project could be the first marine wind energy facility in
the United States. As such, it will set a precedent for other
offshore renewable energy projects.

Please require a rigorous, scientific review of its
environmental effects. Clean air and healthy wildlife
populations are not mutually exclusive. We need both.

Sincerely,

gary robertson
4 marian lane
Clinton, Connecticut 06413
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From: drumtool83@yahoo.com

Sent: Friday, February 18, 2005 11:00 AM

To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Ensure 'Cape Wind' Project |s Safe for Wildlife

Colonel Thomas Koning

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742-2751

Dear Colonel Koning,

Before you approve or deny a permit to erect 130 turbines in
Nantucket Sound, please require the developer to conduct the
thorough studies recommended by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and the Massachusetts Division of Fisheries and
Wildlife.

Specifically, the environmental review of this project should
include;

- Three full years of visual observations of birds

- 12 moenths of radar cbservations of flying wildlife

- A thorough and timely review of the project's potential effect
on wildlife, including marine mammals

These factors will help determine whether the Cape Wind project
is in the best interests of both the public and wildlife.

As it is written, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers' draft
environmental impact statement is hopelessly flawed, because it
ignores relevant information and draws conclusions based on
inadequate research.

This project could be the first marine wind energy facility in
the United States. As such, it will set a precedent for other
offshore renewable energy projects.

Please require a rigorous, scientific review of its
environmental effects. Clean air and healthy wildlife
populations are not mutually exclusive. We need both.

Sincerely,

Rory McMillan
13271 Styer Court
highland, Maryland 20777
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From: raj@g3advisors.com

Sent: Friday, February 18, 2005 12:06 PM

To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Ensure 'Cape Wind' Project Is Safe for Wildlife

Colone! Thomas Koning

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742-2751

Dear Colonel Koning,

Before you approve or deny a permit to erect 130 turbines in
Nantucket Sound, please require the developer to conduct the
thorough studies recommended by the U.S. Fish and Wildiife
Service and the Massachusetts Division of Fisheries and
Wildlife.

Specifically, the envircnmental review of this project should
include:

- Three full years of visual observations of birds

- 12 months of radar observations of flying wildlife

- A thorough and timely review of the project's potential effect
on wildlife, including marine mammals

These factors will help determine whether the Cape Wind project
is in the best interests of both the public and wildlife.

As it is written, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers' draft
environmental impact statement is hopelessly flawed, because it
ignores relevant information and draws conclusions based on
inadequate research.

This project could be the first marine wind energy facility in
the United States. As such, it will set a precedent for other
offshore renewable energy projects.

Please require a rigorous, scientific review of its
environmental effects. Clean air and healthy wildlife
populations are not mutually exclusive. We need both.

Sincerely,

Rajiv Shah
7024 Mink Hollow Rd
Highland, Maryland 20777-8770
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From: Nodvin Stephen [snodvin@mountida.edu]
Sent: Wednesday, February 16, 2005 11:35 AM
To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Cape Wind Energy E!IS

Attn; Karen Kirk Adams

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
New England District

Cape Wind Energy EIS Project
696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742

Dear Ms. Adams:

1 write to you not only as an educator and as a scientist who has studied many environmental issues but also as a citizen.
I consider the development of renewable energy sources for the United States to be a critical NATIONAL SECURITY
ISSUE.

According to the U.S. Energy Information Administration, given the current trends in US energy use and development, by
2025 our dependence on foreign petroleum imports will rise from today's approximately 57% to as much as 70%.
hitp:/fwww eia.doe.govioiaffservicerpt/ogp/fig_3.htmi

In the 1970's when U.S. foreign oil imports were on the order of 35% of yearly usage, OPEC countries withheld their
exports and two major U.S. energy crises resulted. At the time, some efforts emerged to develop domestic renewable
energy resources but those efforts eventually waned. Given today's precarious world situation relative to the non-
demaocratic regimes who control most of the world's oil, our country has to get serious about renewable energy
development.

As an envirenmental researcher, | know there are environmental risks and impacts with any new development program.
However, | believe that the environmental and health benefits of the Nantucket Sound Wind Farm far outweigh any
negative impacts.

The development of the Nantucket Sound Wind Farm will:

*

be a major step in the right direction in National Security by working to bolster U.S. energy independence,
help to reduce power plant emissions and thereby produce positive health effects,

have economic benefits for the region and nation by creating jobs and reducing energy costs,

reduce greenhouse emissions and thereby help to offset anthropogenic induced global warming, and
have very little negative environmental impacts to wildlife and areas such as noise and thermal pollution.

This project can be a model as to how America should proceed as a world leader in the development of renewable energy
resources.

Sincerely,

Stephen Nodvin

Stephen C. Nodvin, Ph.D.

Director, Schocl of Arts & Sciences

Associate Professor of Environmental Sciences
Mount Ida College

777 Dedham St.

Newton Centre, MA 02459
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From: Ken McKinley [evilchicken00@hotmail.com]
Sent:  Wednesday, February 16, 2005 2:27 PM
To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Cape Wind

To Whom It May Concern:

Kyle Magida, Timothy Schmidt, and myself, are Harvard undergraduates who recently
performed an analysis of the Cape Wind project for a final class project. We decided to
forward our findings to the Corps of Engineers in the hope they will be some help in
assessing the feasibility of this project. Please see attached.

Kenneth W. McKinley
mckinley@fas.harvard.edu
1993 Harvard Yard Mail Center
Cambridge, MA

02138-7509

(570)-594-5606

Timothy Schmidt
tschmidt@fas.harvard.edu

Kyle Magida
kmagida@fas.harvard.edu

2/23/2005
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The proposed Cape Wind project is to be located five miles'® off the coast of
Cape Cod near the shores of Martha’s Vineyard and Nantucket. This project has the
stated purpose of providing clean energy to replace dirty coal plants with wind turbines
that are claimed to produce cleaner energy °.

Cape Wind is being developed by Energy Management Inc. (EMI) a for-profit

and placed a

company based in New England * and first proposed the project in 2001
data collection tower to begin judging feasibility in November 2003 3 With a recent US
Annual Energy Outlook predicting a 1.8% increase in electric consumption a year until
2025 2!, there is a growing market for electricity. The US energy department also
released a study saying that New England needs different energy sources as well as more
energy in generalw. Cape Wind decided to create more power with renewable energy to
meet the greater demand.’ The new wind farm is expected to ease the use of dirtier coal
plants. Wind was chosen over other renewable sources of energy such as solar,
geothermal and hydro. Solar is not a cost-effective option in New England for a large
plant due to limited exposure to sun for most of the year. Geothermal is also impossible
as there are no “hot spots” in the region. Finally most of the best hydro power sites
already have plants, such as the Connecticut River which has at least 12 hydro power
dams, and there are few other economically viable sites available. I Once wind power
was decided on many different sites around New England were researched for viability
as potential sites. The current site, on Horseshoe Shoals, a shallow area between Cape
Cod, Nantucket and Martha’s Vineyard, was found to be the most cost-etfective location

to place the wind farm through a study done by Cape Wind while beginning the

exploratory phase of their project. The Corps of Engineers also performed this study and
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came to a similar conclusion based on the power provided and cost of producing that
power. 2° Offshore winds tend to be the strongest and with the location also allowed for a
minimization of building costs and costs to run electric cable as well.’ **** Cape Wind
concluded due to their analysis that Horseshoe Shoals was the best local site for the farm.

In order to continue with the project Cape Wind needed to appeal to both federal
and state governments. The site of the actual turbine is subject to both state and federal
jurisdiction with a total of six different beards and laws overseeing the construction. In
addition there are nine additional government bodies local, state and regional that can
regulate on the submarine power cables that run from the windmills 2. The project is
currently under review in different committees. There is a mixed opinion in the political
world with Mitt Romney, the Massachusetts governor, firmly opposed to the farm as well
as his expected opposition in the next election Thomas Reilly, the attorney general.?

The federal government along with Cape Wind commissioned the Army Corps of
Engineers to perform a study on the feasibility of the farm and to judge all its costs and
dangers. The Corps released a 4000 page report in mid-December that detailed some of
the specifics about the plan. The report is expected to be used to make decisions at most
of the different levels of review with a decision possible by June 2005. There is a 60 day
response period after which the Corps will make its final recommendation on the
environmental impact and feasibility of the farm. '®

The report touched on many different aspects of the farm including the potential
damage to the environment and wildlife that lives and flies over Horseshoe Shoals. Past
wind farms have has high bird kill such as Altamont in California which kills 1,500 rare

bird of prey a year” and many are worried about the rare birds that might fly over
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using worst-case on shore data'® The Corps also determined that this would not have a

Horseshoe Shoals. The Corps came up with an estimate of 360 birds killed per year

significant effect on the bird population.

The report has been called biased by some groups, including the main opposition
group, the Alliance to Protect Nantucket Sound. They cite the Corp’s use of Cape
Wind’s data and allege that the Corps wrote the report in language very favorable to
going forward with the project’ @154 The allegations specifically state that the bird
count numbers were skewed and that data that was collected was inconclusive and
unreliable. The Corps responds that it skewed the data with the worst possible case in
mind because there is such little real world data on bird kill in projects of this kind or
magnitude.

If the plant is found to be harmful to aquatic life or birds, it will be faced with
many federal mandates with which the plans must comply. Some of these are the
Endangered Species Act, the Marine Mammal Protection Act and the Migratory Bird
Treaty Act, among others'. So far there have been no reported violations of these acts but
the main opposition group to the plant, the Alliance to Protect Nantucket Sound, is
watching to confirm that none of these laws are being broken.

The farm itself, as planned will have 130 wind turbines each with the tip of the
blade at its highest point being 417 feet above the surface of the ocean.?’ The plant is
expected to produce 420 megawatts at maximum output and an average output of 170 )
ad22 T4 compare, the typical production in a coal fired plant generally is between 125
and 1000 megawatts with most plants over 500 rnegawatts.6 If the 170 megawatts were

to be used on the Cape alone, as Cape Wind claims the production would cover 75% of
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proportional to the cube the speed so when the turbines are at their maximum they will

the Cape’s energy needs''. It should be considered that 170 megawatts is only an

average. [t should also be noted that the amount of power produced increases

produce considerably more than at a lower wind speed®*. Wind can not be counted on as
a permanent source of power as a fall in the wind can result in a drop in power supplied.
Due to this any wind energy needs to be backed up by another source, coal, nuclear or
natural gas. The backup plant would not always need to be operational so there would
be a decline, in a coal plant for example, but the coal plant wouldn’t necessarily be torn
down."”? Even so there would be a considerable drop in “dirty” power due to the
construction of this plant.

This project is expected to cost between $500 million and $700 million, "2 but this
would be offset by 28 million dollars in federal subsides and 40 million dollars that
would be given as green credit from the State of Massachusetts for producing power from
“green” or renewable sources.'* According to a Cape Wind representative the cost of the
power will be 5 cents a kilowatt hour to produce3 . Another study by the Beacon Hill
institute calculated the total economic cost at 9.06 cents a kilowatt hour.” It should be
noted that this study concluded that the project was not feasible and took into account
subsides and their effect on the economy. This is compared to a price of coal, with a
direct cost of 2 cents a kilowatt hour' and an operating and capital cost of 4.2 cents
excluding environmental concerns. There are potential long-run effects on the economy
that also need to be taken into consideration. Horseshoe Shoals is within view of the
Cape, Nantucket and Martha’s Vineyard and the towers would be visible from their

beaches. See pages 16 and 17 for a projected view of what the wind farm would look like



from the shore. If the towers are an eyesore, they would lower property values and3 6 63

decrease money from tourism. Also at night the towers are required to be lit so they
would be visible from the shore at night as well as in the day. The windmills would be
visible from Nantucket, Cape Cod and Martha’s Vineyard and would be approximately
equidistant from Cape Cod and Martha’s Vineyard.?® There are few hard numbers on the
effect of property values, but a government study of 30 different wind farms found
property values within sight of the windmills generally rose faster than surrounding areas.
It is also interesting to note that in the study 5 miles was considered the furthest away that
windmill would have any effect. To be fair, the study was only based on data from land-
based wind farms and ocean based operations could be different.'®

There are also some worries as to the effects of fishing and recreational sailing as
well as navigation of larger boats. Some studies have found that the fishing will actually
be improved by the wind turbines by providing additional habitats for certain fish such as
Atlantic cod and black sea bass. With the relatively shallow water of the Shoal the
spacing of .34 nautical miles by .54 nautical miles will be sufficient for any ship that
needs to pass through."® The Shoals are not a major shipping lane so it would affect
mostly smaller ships which would fit through easily. The real effect that should be
considered is the aesthetic consideration of sailing through 417 foot tall windmills. The
same change in landscape would affect recreational fishermen as well. ' Due to the
spacing and location of windmills the direct effects of the farm on shipping and
recreational boating will be limited. There would be the indirect effect of the change in

the aesthetic appeal of the ocean which could take away from a recreational experience.
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This is an economic problem because of the tourism industry which offers boats around
the proposed area that would drastically change if the farm was built.

This project faces many different challenges from local interest groups and the
government, both federal and state. The challenges mostly stem from concerns over the
environmental impact of the towers, especially in regard to wildlife, and the negative
effects on property values and tourism. There are reports addressing the environmental
impacts that find little effect but some of the reports, including the study by the Corps of
Engineers, are being called into question. As a whole the economic effects of the project
are difficult to quantify as they are based upon aesthetic qualities that are very subject to

change. A closer look is needed to assess the direct externalities of this project.
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Analysis of the Externalities of the
Cape Wind Energy Project

Part 2



Overview

This report addresses the types and severity of the externalities that would be
created by the proposed Cape Wind Energy Project. These externalities are the effects on
society and the environment that are not directly related to the private production and use

of the energy created by the project. In other words, externalities are those effects that

might not be conventionally considered by the energy company when it decides if it can
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make a profit or society as a whole when if decides whether it could and should use some
more energy. An interesting dilemma that externalities raise is that the positive, mostly
private benefits of the project would accrue to a population of people different from that
to which the negative externalities would accrue. The actual power produced does not
mainly benefit those who must deal with the inconveniences of it. This will be discussed
later in this part of the analysis.

The process of quantifiably calculating the externalities of the proposed project is
extremely complex and requires equipment and expertise beyond the scope of the
resources of this study. Therefore this analysis is really one addressing other analyses; it
will weigh important considerations and pass judgment on the conclusions and analysis
of the different parties involved. The Cape Wind Project is controversial, and, as with all
controversial subjects, there are opposing factions that both feel they are right and are
using the most correct reasoning to make their conclusions. The purpose of this analysis
is to judge just how right each opposing side is in each respective issue and why.

In the debate over the Cape Wind Project, there are so far three central figures and
sources of information that are playing a role in the sway public opinion, two of which
are actively trying to accomplish an agenda. First there is Cape Wind itself, the company
that will construct the wind farm in Nantucket Sound and sell the energy it produces.
Cape Wind Associates includes Cape Wind’s developer, Energy Management
Incorporated, which has to date developed six natural gas fired electric generation

projects.” Second there is the Alliance to Protect Nantucket Sound, running under the

' The Alliance to Protect Nantucket Sound. “Save Our Sound” web page. The Alliance to Protect
Nantucket Sound, 2004, < http://www.saveoursound.org>. December 13, 2004.

% ¢Cape, Best Read Guide Cape Cod. “Cape Wind” web page. Cape Wind Associates, LLC, 2004, <
http://www.capewind.org>. December 12, 2004.
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slogan “Save Our Sound.”™ This group is an advocacy group that is trying to stop Cape
Wind’s development of Horseshoe Shoal in Nantucket Sound. These are the two groups
with explicit particular interest in the wind project. The third major player of this
analysis is the Army Corps of Engineers, and specifically relevant is its Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS). Part of what the Army Corps of Engineers is responsible for is
the maintenance of waterway infrastructure that relates to commerce, transportation, and
protection from natural disasters. The Cape Wind Project falls under this responsibility
and so the Army Corps of Engineers has been delegated the task of providing a
comprehensive environmental review of the project in order to satisfy requirements
defined in federal, state, and local acts.?
This analysis will report what these three sources have said about the two most

crucial externalities involved:

s Noise

e Visual Amenity Impacts

It will also describe any inherent potential biases that may be present in statements
made by one of the three groups. Finally, it will attempt to draw a conclusion based on

the sum total of previous measurements and analysis.

Potential Biases

Cape Wind

* The Alliance to Protect Nantucket Sound. “Save Qur Sound” web page. The Alliance to Protect
Nantucket Sound, 2004. <http://www.saveoursound.org>. December 13, 2004,

* US Army Corps of Engincers. Cape Wind Energy Project Draft Environmental Impact Statement. US
Army Corps of Engineers, 2004. < http://www.nae.usace.army.mil/projects/ma/ccwf/deis.htm> January 4,
2004.
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The project concerned is Cape Wind’s project, its entire interest is to see it
approved as soon as possible. As a profit-maximizing business, society’s best interest is
not rationally aligned with Cape Wind’s. For a hypothetical example, if Cape Wind can
make an extra $10 million by running cables between its windmills, thereby preventing
nautical passage between them, it would probably do so despite the fact that it would hurt
the fishing and transportation of society. Therefore its arguments for approval, for why
the benefits of the project outweigh the costs, including external costs, will naturally be
biased towards making negative externalities seem like less of a problem than they
actually are. Any independent groups that Cape Wind hires in order to investigate the
externalities of its project will be at risk of being swayed to favor their employer, which

really wants a positive assessment.

Alliance to Protect Nantucket Sound

This groups name explicitly announces its bias: it will tend to downplay any
benefits that could come out of the wind project because its number one priority is to
keep the status quo in Nantucket Sound, which it feels, is better than having a wind farm.
However, there could be a personal bias in the board members of the group that make this
preference for status quo not necessarily in the public best interest. For example, many
of the board members are local fishermen. If their assertion that the project will hurt the
fishing industry holds true, they do stand to lose, despite gains in other areas, especially
energy cost and clean energy production. There are also property developers and

commercial businessmen who may fear that any change in the panoramic view of
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Nantucket Sound could hurt business.” This group in a large part represents loca!
interests, to preserve Nantucket Sound as it is and to prevent the intrusion of a large
commercial company into public land. However in doing so, they may be acting under a
strong not-in-my-backyard, or NIMBY, bias. They may be promoting a smaller and
more specific interest, that of the Cape Cod area, over the interest of society of a whole.
NIMBY bias is predictable here because the Cape Cod area is already an energy
exporter.® Therefore, the energy produced from Nantucket Sound might not specifically
and directly benefit the local area, but may create a spread benefit that helps all of

society, by marginally lower prices, in a legitimately substantial way.

The Army Corps of Engineers

The Corps is actually designed to look after the good of the society as a whole. It
has little to gain by either allowing or rejecting the plans for Cape Wind. In this state of
general indifference, it would provide the best single source to rely upon for a correct
analysis of the externalities of the project. Indeed, in its EIS it does a very thorough job
of scientifically quantifying many externalities. However, the opposition has some
problems with the Corps’ involvement in the regulatory permitting process. The Corps’
EIS came out in, what would generally be considered, favor of the wind project in that
the environmental impacts, the externalities, would be very small according to its
analysis. The Alliance to Protect Nantucket Sound argues though that the Corps itself in

a 2001 memorandum stated that it "has very little experience permitting offshore wind

* The Alliance to Protect Nantucket Sound. “Save Our Sound” web page. The Alliance to Protect
yantucket Sound, 2004, < http://www.saveoursound.org>. December 13, 2004,
Ibid
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farms.”” It ‘also argues that Cape Wind was too involved with the review process that the
Corps took, helping the Corps develop the scope of the project and the statement of need
among other parts of the EIS.

This process in which the Army Corps of Engineers uses data and analysis
provided by Cape Wind is standard procedure. However, given the potential bias that the
Cape Wind has, it should be paramount that The Army Corps have a very skeptical eye in
its review of data, and especially conclusions drawn from that data.

Indeed, the statement of need is one of the weakest parts of the EIS because it is
written in an entirely supportive fashion rather than considering alternatives to satisfy the
ambiguous need, like better energy efficiency.® The statement of need raises the specter
of gas shortage and higher prices, the actual negativity of higher energy prices can be
debated.

Still, despite the Alliance’s objections, the Army Corps of Engineers is the most
dispassionate entity available that can take on such a massive research and analysis
project like its EIS. It is arguable that no single decision-making group or person can be
entirely dispassionate when dealing with a public issue like this. However, it is probably
in the Corps’ best interest to be right about the superficial feasibility of the project
because it will face a lot of criticism if the project that it reviewed and sanctioned fails
publicly. As a public agency, the Army Corps of Engineers still has society to answer to

if it does not do its job correctly.

7 eCape, Best Read Guide Cape Cod. “Cape Wind” web page. Cape Wind Associates, LLC, 2004. <
http://www .capewind.org>. December 12, 2004.
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Cape Wind claims that due to new technology the wind turbine generators

Noise

(WTGs) it will be installing will be exceptionally quiet.” The Alliance does not really
give a good support for why the noise of the project will be detrimental. It does give a
very incredible video of a pile being driven off the coast of Denmark with the
accompanying noise.'® Of course, this video is of no use whatsoever in trying to
rationally gauge the impact of construction five miles off shore.

The Corps® EIS addresses the noise issue by claiming that the turbines won’t be
heard from shore. This is important because noise only becomes a serious negative
externality when it can heard in substantial decibel levels, according to a report by the
European Commission on the externalities of energy.'! In the study, Delabole, a town in
the UK, was taken as a case study of the economic cost of noise. For most of the
population, the noise increase due to the nearby wind farm, which is nearer to the
population center at Delabole than the Cape Wind project would be to Cape Cod
communities, was around 0.1 dB(A), implying a household cost of 5 pounds annually.'?

The EIS also addressed noise 1ssues during construction and underwater,
impacting wildlife, and came to the same conclusion that impacts would be minimal.
Given the depth of study and analysis done by the Army Corps of Engineers, as

evidenced in its EIS, the conclusion that noise is not a major externality is well made.

# US Army Corps of Engineers. Cape Wind Energy Project Draft Environmental Impact Statement. US
Army Corps of Engineers, 2004. < http://www.nae.usace.army.mil/projects/ma/ccwf/deis.htm> January 4,
2004,

? eCape, Best Read Guide Cape Cod. “Cape Wind” web page. Cape Wind Associates, LLC, 2004, <
http://www capewind.org>, December 12, 2004,

" Ibid

' European Commission. ExternE Externalities of Energy Vol. 6: Wind and Hydro. Brussels,
Luxembourg: European Commission, 1995.

2 Ibid
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The impact on visual amenity is one of the most controversial and hard-to-define

Visual Amenity Impacts

externalities of wind power. Since the perception of visual impact is based primarily on
personal taste rather than effect on economic well-being, it can be very difficult to
quantify.13

The Alliance uses much quantitative data to support its claim that the visual
impact of the wind farm will be significant. It states that the towers are taller than the
Statue of Liberty and will have 520 flashing lights. Unfortunately it is unable to express
in words exactly what kind of impact these characteristics will have. For example, even
if the blades are similar to “rotating football fields” as the Alliance claims, they wouldn’t

affect visual amenity at all if no one could see them."*

The question is how well residents will be able to see them and how much will it

impact them. Cape Wind falls into the same kind of meaningless quantification when it

B Ibid
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describes the windmills® profiles as being “one half inch above the horizon.”"® The
meaning of inches above the horizon is very ambiguous and the impacts even more so.
However, the Army Corps’ analysis is not as significantly in depth here either as
it is for so many other issues. It notes that the visual amenity for both recreational
boaters and people onshore will change, but it does not attempt to explain whether this
will be a good or bad change or how it will affect local communities economically,
especially with regards to tourism.'® The Army Corps has created pictures that project
what certain views of the windmills might be like and has described its methodology for
creating those images. Still, whether the change in vista is acceptable or not is highly
subjective and projected pictures of the project are used by both Cape Wind and its

opposition as support.

" The Alliance to Protect Nantucket Sound. “Save Our Sound” web page. The Alliance to Protect
Nantucket Sound, 2004, < http://'www .saveoursound.org>. December 13, 2004.

1% eCape, Best Read Guide Cape Cod. “Cape Wind” web page. Cape Wind Associates, LLC, 2004, <
http://www.capewind.org>. December 12, 2004.

' US Army Corps of Engineers. Cape Wind Energy Project Draft Environmental Impact Statement. US
Army Corps of Engineers, 2004, < http://www.nae.usace.army.mil/projects/ma/ccwf/deis.htm> January 4,
2004.




A picture of the projected view of the windmills on Cape Wind’s website



A picture of the projected view of the windmills on the Save Our Sound website

The ExternE study does cite some guidelines in analyzing the visual impact of
wind farms, though they are hard to quantify and highly uncertain. The take home advice
that ExternE gives is to recognize that wind farms built in areas of national scenic
importance or high recreational use would have high visual amenity costs.'” In any other
position the farms visual impact would be a negligible part of its total cost.

In a study of two towns in the UK, Cornwall and Powys, ExternE quantified the
cost due to visual amenity impact per kWh as 1.9 and 0.09 mECU respectively.'® The

twenty fold greater cost to Cornwall is due to a much higher tourist density in Cornwall

1" European Commission. ExternE Externalities of Energy Vol. 6: Wind and Hydro. Brussels,
{Juxembourg: European Commission, 1995.
F3 .

Ibid
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than in Powys. Some tourists come to Cornwall for certain scenery and are some what
put off by the wind farm they see. However other tourists come to Cornwall just to see
the wind farm, 50,000 between 1992 and 1999 according to Cape Wind." Tourism is
the major factor to consider when weighing the visual impact of the Cape Wind Project.
Both the Alliance to Protect Nantucket Sound and Cape Wind argue their cases, saying
that tourism will fall or rise due to the turbines in the sound. As in the example of
Cornwall, one must ask whether the number of tourists that come to see the windmills
will fully offset the number of people who don’t come because of them.

The EIS does not address this issue well. It stresses the importance of Nantucket
Sound as a recreational and tourism area, bringing six million tourists and one billion
dollars to the Cape each year, 44% of its economic base.”® However it makes no estimate
of the impact of the wind on tourism farm in quantitative or qualitative terms. There is
also no screening mitigation that the EIS can recommend in order to reduce the visual
impact.

Visual amenity is the major issue that must be analyzed in order to get a sense of
the overall external impact of the project. The Army Corps of Engineers offers no clear

analysis. The Alliance sites the Beacon Hill Institute’s An Economic Analysis of a Wind

Farm in Nantucket Sound, of May 2002, which states that the project will cause overall

** eCape, Best Read Guide Cape Cod. “Cape Wind” web page. Cape Wind Associates, LI.C, 2004, <
http://www.capewind.org>. December 12, 2004.

 US Army Corps of Engineers. Cape Wind Energy Project Draft Environmental Impact Statement. US
Army Corps of Engineers, 2004. < http://www.nae.nsace.army.mil/projects/ma/ccwf/deis.htm> January 4,
2004.
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economic loss and private profit.>! Cape Wind states that there have been “no
documented cases of wind farms harming local tourism, anywhere in the world.”*
Balancing the arguments, the visual amenity impact is not going to be crucial
enough to make the project infeasible. Only 8 towns’ beaches will be within view of the
turbines.?? No sound from the turbines will be heard to affect tourism, except maybe on
recreational boats in the sound. Even if Cape Wind’s hint that there is no tourism loss
due to wind farms is extreme, there is no reason to believe that the project will devastate
either property values or tourism. The project will substantially change the vistas from
certain coastal towns; however this change is not in the long run unacceptable. Large
groups of people naturally will resist change, especially on matters of taste and aesthetics.
However, over time, the population will become accustomed to the new view and the

visual amenity impact of the wind farm will be reduced even further.

Other Externalities

Other considerations, such as impact on birds and marine wildlife, fishing
industry, and underwater sites of historical value are not of as great importance in either
this case or in previous cases. The EIS does a very thorough job of explaining why the
project will be very low impact in these areas and advises many precautions, such as

marine wreck avoidance and underwater decibel level testing during construction.?*

! The Alliance to Protect Nantucket Sound. “Save Our Sound” web page. The Alliance to Protect
Nantucket Sound, 2004. < http://www.saveoursound.org>. December 13, 2004,

** eCape, Best Read Guide Cape Cod. “Cape Wind” web page. Cape Wind Associates, LLC, 2004. <
http://www.capewind.org> December 12, 2004.

 European Commission. ExternE Externalities of Energy Vol. 6: Wind and Hydro. Brussels,
Luxembourg: European Commission, 1995,

* US Army Corps of Engincers. Cape Wind Energy Project Draft Environmental Impact Statement, US
Army Corps of Engineers, 2004. < http://www .nae.usace.army.mil/projects/ma/ccwf/deis.htm> January 4,
2004.
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The benefit that this proposed wind project would bring comes mainly in the form

Gains to the Gainers and Losses to the Losers

of more energy at the disposal of the New England region. This energy will drive prices
down and help to displace energy created by more externally detrimental energy sources,
such as the “filthy five,” the five dirtiest power plants of Massachusetts. Unfortunately,
not all of New England will have to deal with the externalities previously described.
Tourists and especially residents in the Cape area will experience the noise and visual
impacts of the wind turbines while only receiving a small fraction of the benefits those
turbines create for society as a whole. In the classical language of economics, the gains
to the gainers outweigh the losses to the losers, however the specific gains to the losers
do not outweigh their losses. Economic justice might require that the local residents of
the Cape Area be compensated for the external costs of the proposed wind project.

One possible method of achieving this is to redistribute some of the gains, from
which society as a whole benefits, to residents and commercial interests affected by the
proximity of the project. To do this, a small tax could be levied on those consumers of
electricity that will benefit from the lower prices and lower externalities of Cape Wind.
The revenue from this tax could be redistributed to Cape Area residents and businesses in
some form that takes into account calculated relative losses. This tax would follow the
standard of good tax policy: a small tax on a very broad tax base. This would minimize

the necessary dead weight loss.
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The negative externalities of the proposed Cape Wind power project are small.

Conclusion

Cape Wind will not be heard by very many people, and certainly not those on shore. [t
will be seen, but at great distance, unlike other wind projects built much nearer to
population centers, and this impact will diminish over time as tastes change.

Based on this analysis of the externalities of Cape Wind, the project is fully
recommended. It is the first of its kind in the United States and the results it brings can

be used in the future to judge projects with greater certainty and in better context.
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Analysis of Alternative
Power Sources

Part 3
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Over the next few years, there will certainly be a greater demand for electricity
production in Massachusetts, as well as the entire country®® ®** ™ We also have
examined the externalities of wind power. Now the question falls on whether wind
power generators are the best option that Massachusetts has. Alternatives fo wind include
the conventional power-production methods in our society. “At the moment Cape Cod
gets its power from an oil-fired plant, a coal-fired plant and a nuclear reactor.” Oil-fired
plants suffer from the variability of oil prices. Natural gas and oil power plants are simply
not as economical as coal plants have proven to be. “Ontario electricity consumers will
have to pay between $900 million and $1.2 billion [Canadian currency] more a year if the
province's coal-fired electricity plants are closed down and replaced by new natural gas-
powered plants, says a study by Dominion Bond Rating Service.”” Coal-fired and nuclear
power plants have consistently proved to be cheaper other fossil fuels at producing
electricity in the long term, so these are the two other options we will explore in addition
to wind.

Coal for Power

Almost across the world, electricity is easier to produce using coal-fired plants
than any other technology. Unfortunately, burning coal can have serious negative impacts
on the environment. Burning coal releases sulfur dioxide which canses an increase in
acidity in rain and waterways and can destroy sea life and soil. Impurities in coal include
alkali earth metals, arsenic, cadmium, and mercury, as well as other toxic elements.
Additionally, perhaps the largest problem with coal-powered plants is their release of
carbon dioxide. There are some methods being developed for efficient storage of CO;,

however practical use of carbon sequestration technology remains a goal to be achieved
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in the future, if ever. Whatever its effects, it will certainly increase the cost of generating
electricity from coal. For now, coal remains the most important agent in global warming
concerns. Recent coal-fire plant designs have become far more efficient at collecting the
pollution created from the burning of coal, but even these plants are not fully effective at
removing CO;. Integrated Gasification Combined Cycle (IGCC) coal plants are the most
technologically advanced coal plants available and since they are more efficient they
produce less CO; for kWh produced. There are only two of these plants in the United
States.* Even assuming a new plant in Massachusetts would be of this design, the
problem of pollution is not eliminated. In these plants, between .03 Ib/MMBtu and .17
Ib/MMBtu of SO, finds its way into the atmosphere. With regards to oxides of nitrogen,
an agent that causes ground level ozone-related difficulties, .076 Ib/MMBtu is allowed to
escape. As much as 5-10% of the Mercury found in coal is not trapped, even in IGCC
plants. Drastic improvements have been made in order that coal-fire plants release this
limited number of pollutants, but the environment continues to suffer from even a
decreased amount of pollution. It is also important to remember that the solid waste that
burning coal creates is immense when compared to any other form of producing
electricity. About 19 million tons of the nearly 90 million tons of the coal combustion
byproducts generated annually in the U.S. can be beneficially used. The remaining 71
million tons are leflover for landfills and impoundments.’ Vast tracks of land can be
destroyed for coal disposal, and the runoff from these sites causes additional damage to
the environment.

Another important consideration of producing electricity from coal is created by

how that coal is obtained. “In coal production, mining creates environmental problems.
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Strip mines must be reclaimed. There is acid runoff from coal mining sites.” Regardless
of how clean coal power plants are made, the waste disposal and the mining of coal can
have devastating impacts on the local environment.

The greatest modern difficulty associated with coal-fire power plants is the
creation of vast amounts of greenhouse gases. Greenhouse gases are gases that trap
infrared radiation reflected from the Earth before it can escape to space. This affects
world climates and increases temperature across the globe. Global warming is responsible
for increased sea levels over the last century and this trend is expected to continue.
Carbon dioxide is recognized as the worst man-made greenhouse gas contributor to
global warming. The carbon content of coal is much higher than all other fossil fuels. As
a result of the high carbon content in coal, it releases an incredible amount of CO; when
burned. According to results gathered from Cape Wind Associates, 1,512,846 tons of
CO; per year would be produced by a coal-fired power plant of the same size as the wind
plant planned in Nantucket Sound.” This number would likely be lower for an IGCC
power facility and is small when compared to the total American output of CO; (the
average American releases about 20 tons of carbon into the atmosphere every year, for a
total of roughly 6 billion tons of carbon).® Even though the amount of carbon removed
will be relatively small, no potential reduction in CO, production can be outright rejected.
The area around Cape Cod is specifically at risk to rising sea levels due to global
warming and the region should therefore be particularly focused on finding carbon-free
technology for power generation. Similar to many coastal developments, the Cape is
predominantly low-elevation and a few inches in increased sea levels will have

devastating impacts through erosion and destroyed property.
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Coal is an easily available resource in the United States and will continue to be a
very important part of this country’s energy policy. “There are about 21.8 billion tons of
minable bituminous coal reserves in Pennsylvania or just over 6 percent of the U.S.
total.”® As a result of its availability and reasonably low capital costs, coal-fired power
plants must be a consideration wherever electricity is needed. A new 91 MW IGCC
power plant (roughly a quarter the size of the proposed Cape Wind project) planned for
central Illinois will cost only $137 million and consume no more than 400,000 tons of
coal every year.'? Nevertheless, this plant will pollute at a moderate rate and has no
carbon sequestration technology built in to marginalize the impact of greenhouse gases.

Nuclear Energy

“Keeping the nation’s 103 nuclear power plants safely operating an additional 20
years can have a tremendous socio-economic and environmental impact on the nation,”
mentioned project manager and nuclear engineer Yung Liu. Each nuclear power plant
also prevents 1.2 million metric tons of carbon-equivalent greenhouse gases from being
dumped into the environment each year.'! Nuclear power is widely supported as a
rational alternative to energy derived from fossil fuels. Nuclear power does not directly
produce any of the pollution or greenhouse gases commonly associated with coal-fire
generators. Moreover, a greater amount of radioactive material is released from burning
coal than escapes from Nuclear power plants as a result of radioactive isotopes found in
coal.'® “The disadvantages [of nuclear power] are great, however. We haven't yet figured
out how to dispose of nuclear waste, or how to deal with sealing up old power plants that

are no longer productive. There are great dangers associated with nuclear power
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production, since a by-product of the process, plutonium, can be used to make nuclear
weapons..”6

Roughly 20% of the power produced in the United States is harnessed from
nuclear power, but there have been no new plant openings in more than a decade. The
gasiest explanation for this circumstance is socio-political. “By nature, energy projects
are controversial, and sometimes people don't want to live near them.”'? Nuclear power
plants are especially subject to this kind of mentality due to the fear of a low-probability,
but catastrophic failure in the reactor vessel. This problem became increasingly clear
during the construction of the most recent plants, such as the reactor at Seabrook, NH.
Public distaste in the project left it mired in political purgatory long enough to drain
hundreds of millions of dollars in interest. Only one of the two planned reactor vessels
was every finished. The half-shell of the second reactor vessel was left standing. As long
as there is significant public resistance to nuclear power, this is not an economically
viable option to replace fossil fuel based generators.

Nuclear power also has many advatages. One of the greatest advantages of
nuclear energy is its sustainability, Bernard Cohen estimated in a 1983 article that
efficient fission of Uranium using Breeder Reactors could give us enough energy
potential to produce electricity almost until the sun burns itself out."”® This is certainly an
optimistic estimate, but fission reactors with advanced technology could definitely be
employed for many thousands of years. Of course, sustainability affects nuclear power in
a negative way as well, in the form of long-term waste problems. “This [nuclear] waste is

being stored at the nuclear plants where it is produced, most commonly in a large steel-

lined pool. As these pools fill up, the waste material is stored in large steel and concrete
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casks. In addition to the spent fuel, the plants themselves contain radioactive waste that
must be disposed of after they are shut down.”” Altogether, for each pound of uranium,
more than 200 pounds of waste are created.' The majority of this material is produced in
the mining and the purification of the uranium, the most dangerous waste is that which
comes out of the reactor. For all intensive purposes, the weight of the waste that comes
out of the reactor is equal to that of the Uranium that goes in. Roughly 1.25 kg of U™
(author’s calculation) would be necessary to run a 420 MW light water reactor power
plant from day to day. Consequently, a little more than one kilogram of radioactive waste
would be produced daily by a nuclear power plant of the same size as that planned by
Cape Wind. Nearly 460 kg would be produced by such a plant every year. This figure
seems negligible when compared to the 4200 tons of coal waste pumped out every day
from a similarly sized coal-fired plant. It is also interesting to note that the radioactive
waste created through fission is negligible compared to the mass of the containers it is
stored in.!” Even so, from the beginning of the fuel processing stage to the final stage of
the nuclear reactor waste byproducts including toxic heavy metals and the plutonium
used in nuclear weapons are created. All of these substances must be dealt with very
carefully.

The nature of nuclear waste makes it imperative that this waste is closely guarded.
Nuclear waste in the hands of a terrorist could be used to make a dirty bomb, or even help
produce a nuclear attack. As nuclear power plants begin to run out of their licenses in the
beginning of this century, it may make more sense to consolidate the waste produced at a

depository, such as Yucca Mountain. Consolidation of nuclear waste is in itself

dangerous, however, because it can mean the transportation of large amounts of toxic and
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radioactive waste and an increased risk of an accident. Perhaps the most serious issue
with nuclear power plants in the status quo is that there are no permanent plans as to
where the waste will go in the long run. Huge, 2-4 million L storage tanks in Hanford,
Washington have been used for years to store waste created by various nuclear processes,
most of which was military. “The Energy Department estimates that more than one
million gallons of radioactive waste have already leaked out of the tanks. The big concern
now is where that waste is headed. The tanks are located in the middle of the 560-square
mile Hanford site. They're grouped into two areas, the closest about seven miles east of
the Columbia River. The Columbia is a source of drinking water for more than 120,000

18 Until a serious policy can be made that effectively

residents of three nearby cities.
deals with all of the waste being produced at nuclear plants; it remains too difficult to
gauge the risk of a spill. Additionally, there is an obligation to explore alternatives to a
power source lacking a universal plan for waste disposal.

Several pertinent points must be made regarding the chance of a “low probability,
high impact” scenario, such as the accident in Chernobyl. The United States has dealt
more effectively with potential catastrophes than the former Soviet Union and they have
remained no more than potential catastrophes. All the same, the notion of a catastrophic
meltdown in a nuclear power plant far outstrips any risk to humans that off-shore
windmills may raise. Advanced safety procedures in today’s nuclear plants limit the
probability of a catastrophe to near zero for foreseeable accidents, but other possibilities
are not eliminated. While it is unlikely that a terrorist working on the outside could cause

serious harm to a nuclear power facility; an employee of that facility could potentially

create more serious problems. Tens of thousands of people were affected in Bhopal, India



when a chemical plant was allegedly sabotaged by a disgruntled worker. These 3 6
considerations are not necessary for the construction of wind turbines simply because
wind power generation cannot physically create catastrophe scenarios in the way nuclear
power can.

Wind power does not need to, and can not replace nuclear and coal power
entirely, but the above finding offer ample reason to produce electricity by means of the
wind when it can be produced efficiently. Wind power in Nantucket Sound offers
fantastic placement for a zero pollution, zero greenhouse gas emitting plant. The effect of
establishing the first off-shore wind farm in the country will not just, however. Offshore
wind power generation is not used anywhere in the country. It will most likely remain
that way until a bold move is made. Similar actions to block offshore wind are being used
in New Jersey,17 with many people making related claims about the negative impact an
offshore wind farm will have on tourism. This process is likely to continue until an
offshore wind farm is established, and there may be no better place for it than off Cape
Cod.

Although local concerns are legitimate our findings are that the positive impacts
are great and their effects are proven. Cape Wind, by producing renewable energy, will
reduce pollution a considerable amount and it could increase the possibility of other wind
farms. Local concerns over the economy seem to be difficult to prove and have not been
found at other wind farm sites. Finally, direct environmental impact on wildlife and the
environment is probably negligible. The worry stems from older wind farms that were

very dangerous to birds, but new technology is much safer. Given that this project is very
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unlikely to be catastrophic it is important that this precedent of clean and renewable

energy be made. The report supports the development of the Cape Wind project. i
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-Is the Army Corps of Engineers the right group to decide whether wind energy should be

Further Concerns

subsidized and/or chosen over other forms of electricity generation?

-Is there any other manner of obtaining bird-kill data before the turbines are actually
built? Would there be any valuable data available from oft-shore oil rigs with wind
turbines?

-How will residence and commercial interests negatively impacted by the project be

compensated?
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